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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


MONDAY, JULY 1, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SeLect COMMITTEE ON ImpropER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE LAsor oR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 


Washington, D. C. 


The select committee met at 4:10 p, m., pursuant to Senate Reso- 
lution 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senators John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; John 
F. Kennedy, Democrat, Massachusetts; Sam J. Ervin, Jr., Democrat, 
North Carolina; Pat. McNamara, Democrat, Michigan; Barry Gold- 
water, Republican, Arizona; Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Da- 
kota ; Carl T Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Jerome Adler- 
man, assistant. counsel; Paul Tierney, assistant counsel; Ruth Young 
Watt, chief clerk. 

(Members of the committee present at the convening of the session: 
Senators McClellan, Ervin, McNamara, Goldw: ater, Mundt, and 
Curtis. ) 

The Cuatrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Joseph Curcio, come forward, please. 

Gentlemen, be seated. 

Before we proceed, the Chair wishes to make this preliminary state- 
ment for the record. 

The United States Senate, by Resolution No. 74, of the 85th Con- 
gress, on January 380, 1957, established a select committee of the 
Senate which was authorized and directed to conduct an investiga- 
tion and study of the extent to which criminal or other improper 
practices or activities are, or have been, engaged in, in the field of 
Jabor-management relations or in groups or organizations of em- 
ployees or employers to the detriment of the interests of the public, 
employers, or employees, and to determine whether any changes are 
required in the laws of the United States in order to protect such 
interests against the occurrence of such practices or activities. 

The Chair may state that for quite some time a preliminary inves- 
tigation has been under way by the staff of this committee, by the 
direction of the committee, in the New York area, looking into cer- 
tain activities and practices of certain unions and management in 
the New York area. 
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I have directed the staff, prior to this hearing, to give counsel 
for the witness that we shall call a copy of this resolution, together 
with our rules of procedure. 

Mr. Joseph Curcio was at one time an officer of the VAW-AFL 
Amalgamated Local No. 649, in New York City, and was a regional 
director, or acting in such capacity, for the United Auto Workers 
of America—AFL, later known as the Allied Industrial Workers of 
America, AFL-CIO, and that Mr. George Baker, also known as Mr. 
George Semelmacher, was an officer of local 649. We have evidence 
that Mr. Curcio, both as an officer of local 649, and as regional direc- 
tor, filed certain per capita reports with the international union, 
copies of which were retained by the regional office and locals prior 
to the time that the charters of these locals were revoked and the 
regional office discontinued. These records are necessary and essen- 
tial to the committee in the conduct of its investigation to determine 
whether any improper practices were indulged in. It is only by 
ascertaining such facts that the committee and the Congress can de- 
termine whether existing laws are sufficient. Such information is 
required to determine whether further legislation is necessary to pre- 
vent abuses and improprieties and to protect the honest labor mem- 
bers from dishonest officials. 

We have excellent reason to believe that these records are still in 
Mr. Curcio’s possession, custody, and control, and we have demanded 
that he produce these records as called for by subpena. 

Mr. Curcio, stand and be sworn, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Hold up your right hand. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before 
this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Curcio. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH CURCIO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ARNOLD COHEN 


The Cuairman,. Be seated. State your name, your place of resi- 
dence, and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Curcio. Joseph Curcio, 137-45 70th Road, Flushing, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. What is your occupation, or business? 

Mr. Conen. Mr. Chairman, at this time, the witness asks that the 
camera or television—the cameras and lights not be directed on him. 

The Cuarrman. That is a matter that addresses itself to the dis- 
cretion of the committee. We would like to cooperate with you, and 
hope, in turn, you will cooperate with us. For the present, without 
objection, the Chair is going to instruct the lights to be turned off the 
witness, and no television pictures will be made of him. Weare doing 
that as a courtesy to the witness. 

We hope the witness will, in turn, cooperate with us. 

I ask what is your name, your place of residence, and your busi- 
ness or occupation. You have given me your name and your place 
of residence. Will you state your business or occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I am a union official. 

The Cuarrman. I beg your pardon? 
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Mr. Curcio. A union official. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Senator Munpr. Would you tell us what union, Mr. Curcio? You 
did not tell us what union. 

Mr. Curcro. Local 269 of the teamsters. 

Senator Munpr. Local 269 of the teamsters ? ~ 

Mr. Curcio. That is right, sir. 

Senator Munor. Thank you. 

And what is your title? You said you were an official. 

Mr. Curcio. Secretary-treasurer. 

Senator Munpr. Of that local? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Right. 

The CuHatrman. I note you have counsel with you. 

You have a right, under the rules of the committee, to have counsel 
present during the time you testify to advise you regarding your legal 
rights. 

Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record, please? 

Mr. Conen. Arnold Cohen, a member of the New York State bar, 
2 Lafayette Street, New York City, N. Y. 

The Cuarrman. That is your office address? 

Mr. Conen. My office address. 

The Cuarrman, Thank you. 

Mr. Cohen, may I ask you if you have been supplied with a copy 
of the rules of the committee? 

Mr. Couen. Yes, Mr. Chairman, about 5 minutees before I walked 
into the hearing room, one of the members of the staff, Mr. Kennedy, 
gave me a copy of the rules. 

The Cuarrman. As soon as you arrived, you received a copy of 
them ? 

Mr. Conen. As soon as I arrived. 

The Cuamman,. Thank you very much. 

You may glance at them, and if there is any question that arises, 
we will both look at them and determine what the rules say. 

All right, Mr. Curcio, I hand you here what purports to be a copy 
of a subpena, and ask you to examine it and state whether you identify 
it as a copy of the subpena that was served on you for this com- 
mittee. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. It is the same, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

The subpena will be printed in the record at this point. 

(Subpena referred to follows:) 


L-758 
UnIrTep STATES OF AMERICA 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


To: Joseph Curcio, Local 269, Teamsters, 185-23 Northern Boulevard, Flush- 
ing 54, N. Y. 
GREETING : Pursuant to lawful authority, you are hereby commanded to appear 
before the Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Man- 
agement Feld of the Senate of the United States, on, forthwith, _-__.__----- eed, 
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BO ceattecreasen o’clock at their committee room, 101 Senate Office Building, Wash- 
ington, D. C., then and there to testify what you may know relative to the 
subject matters under consideration by said committee, and produce all records 
in your possession, custody, or control, relating to per capita dues payments 
or per capita reports made by any former New York area local of the AFL-CIO 
including but not limited to: Originals or carbon copies of forms 266, 267, 
SS 133, lists of amalgamated units, dues stamps records, official receipts from 
for international aforesaid, records of receipts, transmission, or return of funds 
for per capita dues, all books and records, canceled checks, check stubs and 
bank statements for any subregional account, all correspondence to or from 
John Dioguardi or Joseph Curcio with the international aforesaid or with any 
affiliated local aforesaid for the period July 1, 1950, to February 28, 1957. 
Hereof fail not, as you will answer your default under the pains and penalties 


in such cases made and provided. 
al a to serve and return. 


Given under my hand, by order of the committee, this 11th day of June in the 


year of our Lord nineteen hundred and fifty-seven. 
(Signed) Joun L. McCLeLLAnN, 


Chairman, Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor 
or Management Field. 

The Cuarrman. This subpena shows it was served on June 25, 1957. 
The subpena reads that you are, among other things commanded to 
appear at the committee room, 101 Senate Office Building, Washing- 
ton, D. C., and then and there to testify what you may know relative 
to the subject matters under consideration by said committee, and 
produce all records in your possession, custody, or control relating 
to per capita dues payments or per capita reports made by any former 
New York area local of the United Auto Workers of America, AFL, 
and/or all Allied Industrial Workers of America, AFL-CIO, includ- 
ing, but not limited to originals or carbon copies of forms 266, 267, 
Se 133, lists of amalgamated units, dues stamp records, official re- 
ceipts from the international aforesaid, records of receipts, transmis- 
sion or return of funds for per capita dues, all books and records, can- 
celed checks, check stubs, and bank statements for any subregional 
account, all correspondence to or from John Dioguardi or Joseph 
Curcio with the international aforesaid, or with any affiliated local 
aforesaid for the period July 1, 1950, to February 28, 1957. 

That was the order of the subpena. Mr. Curcio, have you brought 
the records as directed ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. I have brought whatever records are in my 
custody, possession or control. 

The CHarrmMan. Thank you very much. May I inquire, were you 
a member of the United Auto Workers of America, AFL, or Allied 
Industrial Workers of America, AFL-CIO? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. At one time; yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. How long ago? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that I may 
tend to incriminate myself. ; 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

The CuarrmMan. You said you were at one time a member of the 
United Auto Workers of America, AFL, and the Allied Industrial 
Workers of America. You answered that in the affirmative. It is 
the Allied Industrial Workers of America, AFL-CIO. You have 
answered that in the affirmative. 
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The Chair asks you again what period were you a member of those 
organizations, or either organization ? 

Mr. Curcto. I most respectfully, sir, must refuse to answer on the 
grounds that I may tend to incriminate myself. 
~ The Cuarrman. Gentlemen, for the record 

Senator Munpr. Has that union been engaged in some illegal ac- 
tivities so that your connection with it might be self-incriminating ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Conen. May I, at this time, make the following statement to 
the committee 

The CuarrMAn. Just a moment. 

Gentlemen, when a witness answers that he has been a member of 
that organization, I think we are entitled to know when he was a 
member. I do not think he can take the fifth amendment on that, 
having been a member and acknowledging that he was a member. 

I do not see how the date would incriminate him, the period of time. 
Unless there is objection on the part of the committee, and with the 
committee’s consent, the Chair is going to order and direct the witness 
to answer the question. What period of time were you a member of 
such an organization or organizations ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Couen. May I, at this time on behalf of the witness, inform 
the committee that since February or March of 1956, the United 
States attorney for the southern district of New York before the 
grand jury for that district, has been conducting an investigation 
into the practices of certain labor organizations; that Mr. Curcio has 
been subpenaed and has appeared before that grand jury on 
numerous occasions, and he exercised before the grand jury what he 
believed in good conscience to be his constitutional rights. 

The subject matter that is now being inquired into by the chair- 
man’s question was a subject matter being inquired into by the in- 
vestigation conducted by the United States attorney. 

The CuairMANn. Let me ask you a question, Mr. Attorney. Was 
your client indicted ¢ 

Mr. Conen. My client was indicted for contempt—was held in 
contempt, and appeared before Judge Noonan of the southern dis- 
trict of New York; was convicted by Judge Noonan. 

An appeal was taken from that conviction and the United States 
Supreme Court, in case No, 280 of the October determination of 1956, 
in the case of the United States of America against Joseph Curcio 
as the petitioner, reversed that conviction at that time. 

The CHarrMaAn. Was the case dismissed or reversed ? 

Mr. Conen. It was dismissed. 

The CHarrMAN. So there is no indictment pending against your 
client at this time ? 

Mr. Conen. But my client has been investigated and has been 
brought before this grand jury after these proceedings had been 
initiated. 

The CHatrMAN. That does not answer my question. Is your client 
under indictment at the present time? 

Mr. Conen. No, thank God. 

The CHairMAN. Well, we agree with you, so we will proceed. 

The Chair orders and directs your client, directs the witness, to 
answer the pn propounded to him: For what time were you a 
member of those organizations ? 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. Let me ask you further. You say you brought 
records with you according to this subpena, all that were in your con- 
trol, in your possession, in your control or supervision; is that correct ? 

Mr. Conen. Possession, custody, or control, sir. 

The CHarrMAn. Just a moment, Mr. Counsel. I want the witness 
to answer this question. 

Mr. Curcio. Possession, control and custody. 

The CHamMAN, Possession, control and custody. Did you bring 
all those records? 

Mr. Curcto. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where are they, please ? 

Mr. Curcio. They are here in the committee room. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are here in the committee room? 

Mr. Curcto. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Have those records been in your custody since their 
inception ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Carman. Are those records called for here your personal 
records or the records of the union ? 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. With the permission of the committee, the Chair 
is going to order and direct you to answer that question. I do so 
order and direct you. 

Mr. Curcio. Most respectfully, sir, I must refuse to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmaNn. Are you prepared now, to deliver the custody of 
those records which you have brought here in response to this sub- 
pena to the committee as directed by the subpena ? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. You may make delivery of them. 
Bring them around. 

Set them right up here on the table. 

Thank you. You may take the stand, again. 

Tet the record show at this point the witness delivered to the com- 
mittee two boxes of what the witness says are the records that were in 
his possession, custody, or control that were called for by the subpena 
referred to. 

Mr. Witness, let me ask you this question: What are these records 
you have delivered to the committee ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuatrman. What do they consist of ? 

Mr. Curcto. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. They may; I do not know. But you delivered 
them to the committee. You have identified them as the records in 
your possession. Let me ask you this question: 

Are those all of the records that are in your possession, called for by 
the subpena, or in your custody or control? Is that all of them? Ts 
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what you have delivered here all that are in your possession, control, 
or custody ? 

Mr. Curcro. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMaAn. You have no others? 

Mr. Curcrio. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. No others as called for by this subpena? 

Mr. Curcto. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrman. Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Curcio, this is a kind of curious situation. 
You can certainly tell us what you put in those boxes. That is all we 
are trying to find out. Did you put those records in the boxes 
yourself ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Curcio. Whatever the subpena called for, that is what we have 
been advised to bring, and I am being advised by my attorney. Lam 
not a lawyer. 

Senator Munpr. Do you know what is in the boxes? That is a 
simple question. Do you know what is in those boxes? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro, I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. What are you bringing us? Are you bringing us 
a bunch of boxes? Certainly you know whether you have records, 
shoes, or cabbages. What have you got in the box? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel, ) 

Mr. Curcro. The records in answer to the subpena. 

Senator Munpr. Did you put them in the box yourself? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Is that the normal filing system in the union office? 
Is that where you keep them?, You prep: ared them. You transferred 
them into the boxes, did you not, to bring them down here? 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy withdrew from the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you if there are any other records of 
these unions referred to in the subpena. Were there other records 
which are not now in your possession, control or custody ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Well, are you saying you brought all of the records, 
or just only those that were left in your custody, control and 
possession ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio, I brought the records that were left in my control, 
possession, and custody. 

The Cuamman. Then you have had other records belonging to the 
union, which this subpena called for prior to the time that the subpena 
was served, have you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 
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The Cuamman. You do not mean to claim that some of them have 
become lost, do you ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you claim that they have been stolen or 
misplaced ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. Again, I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. Let me ask you this: Are these records or you 
under the union rules, charter, regulations and so forth, you as sec- 
retary-treasurer, or were you, the custodian, the proper custodian, of 
these records under the laws, bylaws, charter, rules, and regulations of 
the unions to which they refer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Curcio, who is Harry Davidoff? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. You are bringing us records which are ostensibly 
signed by Harry Davidoff. 

“Mr. Couey. May I make this statement to the committee— 

Senator Munpr. If you can tell me who Harry Davidoff is it will 
be helpful. 

Mr. Couen. I can advise my client and project those views to the 
committee. The witness in answer to the subpena has produced 
records that were in his possession, custody, and control. He is re- 
lying on his constitutional guaranty and on the opinion as stated by 
the United States Supreme Court in the case of the United States 
against Joseph Curcio, insofar as giving any testimony on any matters 
relating to those records. 

Senator Gotpwarer. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarmrmMan. Senator Goldwater. 

Senator Gotpwater. Mr. Curcio, do these records you have sup- 
plied us contain any correspondence between yourself or the union 
and Mr. Joe Dioguardi ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Gotpwater. Do they contain any SF epee between 
yourself or your union and John Dioguardi? 

Mr. Curcto. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Gotpwater. You stated that you brought the records in 
compliance with this subpena, and one of the requirements of the 
subpena was that you would supply us with correspondence between 
yourself or your union and John Dioguardi. Do you deny that such 
cort respondence i is in this collection of } papers ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. I have produced whatever records were in my posses- 
sion or that was in my custody. 
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Senator Gorpwater. Do you have knowledge that among these 
papers is correspondence between yourself, your union, and Mr. 
Dioguardi ? 

Mr. Curcto. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Gotpwatrr. Let me ask you another question. Are these 
the records that you kept complete between July 1, 1950, and February 
28, 1957 ¢ 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Crarrman. The Chair is going to order and direct you to 
answer that question, with the permission of the committee. 

You say you are complying with the subpena. The question is: 
Are there any other records, or were these all of the records, kept 
between the dates of July 1, 1950, and Febru: ary 28,1957? That is 
what the subpena called for. 

The Chair is going to order and direct you to answer that question. 

(The witness ¢ ‘conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcrio. These are all the records that are in my custody, pos- 
session, and control called for by the subpena. 

Senator Gotpwarer. Does that period—— 

Mr. Conrn. May I respectfully submit the subpena does cover 
that period, sir, from 1950 to 1957. 

Senator Gorpwater. That is what I am asking, and he has not 
answered. 

Mr. Conen. He is relying upon his constitutional guaranties of 
not being required on the ground it might incriminate him to give 
any testimony relating to any of the records he has produced. He has 
produced all the recor rds, and he has testified here, in compliance with 
this subpena, that were im his possession, custody, or control. Those 
records are now on the committee table. If we had made a receipt, 
we would have given the receipt to the committee. 

But there is no receipt made, because the records are of such a 
nature that we feel that the committee will categorize them and catalog 
them in their own way. 

Senator Gotpwater. Cannot Mr. Curcio answer the simple ques- 
tion: Are these all the records between July 1, 1950, and February 
98, 1957? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curtco. Whatever was in my control or custody or possession 
I have produc ed according to the subpena. 

The CrarrmMan. That 1s not an answer to the question. Ask the 
question again and the Chair will order and direct him to answer. 

Senator Gorpwarer. Are these all the records over which you have 
had eustody or control between July 1, 1950, and February 28, 1957, 
as called for by the subpena? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. At the time of the service of the subpena these were 
all the records that were in my custody, possession, or control. 

Senator Gotpwatrr. C overing those dates between July 1, 1950, and 
February 28, 1957 

(The witness confer ‘ed with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Curcio. In compliance with the subpena, Senator, whatever 
period was called for. 

The CuarrMan. Just one moment. The Chair wants to make a 
suggestion to counsel. We try to be very indulgent when counsel is 
undertaking to help the witness with the facts or something to re- 
fresh his memory, something in that way, if he is in error about some- 
thing and counsel knows it. But the counsel’s privilege in appearing 
here before the committee is for one purpose, and that is to advise 
the witness of his legal rights and not to put words into his mouth in 
that nature of testimony for him to give. 

I think I am observing some action along that line of suggesting 
to the witness what he should say. 

Mr. Conen. The chairman is in error. The counsel is not suggest- 
ing any answers to the witness. He is advising him of his rights. 

The Cratrman. We will be glad for you to advise. But I wanted 
you to know that putting words in his month is not permitted, and if 
you are not doing it, all right. But if I find counsel is doing that 
in spite of my warning and admonition, the committee will take 
appropriate action. Proceed. 

Senator GotpwaTer. Mr. Chairman, the witness has not answered 
my question, yet. 

The Cuarrman. Ask it again and let us see whether the Chair and 
committee will order him to answer it. 

Senator Gotpwater. All I want to know is: Are these all of the 
records from July 1, 1950, to February 28, 1957, that came under your 
custody and control ¢ 

Mr. Curcio. Whatever records were in my possession and control 
I have delivered according to the subpena. 

Senator Gotpwarer. You still have not answered the question, Mr. 
Curcio. I have asked you a question covering two dates, July 1, 1950, 
to February 28, 1957. Do these boxes that you have turned over 
contain those records, between those dates ? 

Mr Couen. May I 

Senator GotpwaterR. No; I have asked the witness. 

Mr. Couen. I believe the witness has answered. 

Senator Gotpwarer. The witness has not answered. All it takes 
is a yes or no. 

The CuarrMAN. Just a minute. 

Mr. Couen. There are certain parts of that question 

Senator Gotpwarer. I have asked a question about the completeness 
of this, covering these dates. All I am asking for is a yes or no, 
Please, Mr. Counsel, I am asking the witness. Iam asking the witness. 

Mr. Curcio. Senator, I have delivered whatever records were in my 
possession, custody, or control. 

The Cuatrman. That is not an answer to the question. 

Did you have other records than these in your possession, custody or 
control that are called for by the subpena between the dates of July 1, 
1950, and February 28, 1957? . 

You stated over and over that you delivered the records that were 
in your possession at the time the subpena was served. The question 
is: Were there other records besides these in your possession called 
for by the subpena prior to the date you were served, and between the 


dates of July 1, 1950, and February 28, 1957? 
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I have made the question just as clear as I can, If there is anything 
vou do not understand about it, we will undertake to clarify it. But 
the question calls for an answer. 

Your previous answers are not responsive to the question. 

The Chair orders and directs you to answer the question, unless you 
ask for some clarification of it. 

Mr. Curcro. I must repeat my same answer, Senator, that I have 
delivered all records that were in my possession, custody, or control 
according to the subpena. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair does not accept that as an answer to the 
question. 

I will repeat the question one more time. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Were there other records called for by this sub- 
pena in your possession between the dates of July 1, 1950, to February 
98, 1957, that you have not delivered to the committee, or that were not 
in your possession on the date the subpena was served ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair, with the permission of the committee, 
orders and directs you to answer that question. 

Do you decline? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcto. I decline, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

There is no misunderstanding about it. 

Let me ask you further: Are the records that you delivered here 
today your personal records or are they records of the unions ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. The Chair, with the permission of the committee, 
orders and directs you to answer that question, whether they are your 
personal records or records of the union. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline on the grounds of the fifth amendment, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman, Are there any further questions? 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrmMan. Senator McNamara, 

Senator McNamara. I would like to ask a couple of questions. You 
indicate that you are currently secretary-treasurer of a teamsters local 
269; did I understand correctly ? 

Mr. Curcro. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Is that an elected office ? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Were you elected at a national convention or a 
State convention? How do vou get this job? 

Mr, Curcio. At a membership meeting, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You are a local-union officer, then ? 

Mr. Curcro. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Not an international officer ? 

Mr. Curcio. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Nor a regional officer ? 
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Mr. Curcrio. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Your full-time job is secretary-treasurer of 
local 269 of the teamsters, and you were elected at a rank-and-file 
meeting ? 

Mr. Curcro. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. 

Senator Ervin. How many members do you have in that local ? 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Ervin. Do you have any in it, besides yourself? 

Mr. Curcto. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. How many ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer that, Senator, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ervin. Do you have as many as 50? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Senator Ervin. Do you have as many as 50 members, besides your- 
self ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. Do you have as many as a hundred ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcto. I believe there are approximately 950 members, sir. 

Senator Ervin. 950 members? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ervin. You are not stating to this committee that these 
records which you produced are all of the records for that local be- 
tween the ist of July 1950 and February 28, 1957 ¢ 

Mr. Conen. The Senator has the two unions slightly confused. 
Those records do not relate to anything dealing with the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters. They deal with a former union 
affiliation, the United Auto Workers Union or the Allied Industrial 
Workers, a former association. 

Senator Ervin. Thank you. Are you stating to this committee 
that these are all of the records of the union during the period cov- 
ered by the subpena ? 

Mr. Curcro. These are the records that were called for in the sub- 
pena, that were in my possession, custody, and that I had. 

Senator Ervry. I asked you a very simple question. You are not 
testifying, however, that these are all of the records of that union 
for that particular period of time, are you ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel ) 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the ground that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, you know that there are some other 
records that are called for by that subpena in existence or were in 
existence that you are not producing; do you not ? 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the ground that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Cowen. May I respectfully call the Senator’s attention to the 
nature of the subpena that was served on the witness? It does not 
‘all for production of union records. It calls for what is known as 
per capita records and reports. Per capita is a payment from a local 
union to the international. Those are the records that were called 
for in this subpena. 
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Senator Ervin. What I am trying to ask 

Mr. Conen. It is not union or local-union records, sir. 

Senator Ervin. Are those all of the per capita records of those 
organizations described in the subpena for the period beginning on 

July 1, 1950, and ending on February 28, 1957 ? 

Mr. Curcio. Senator, these are all the records that I had in my 
custody or possession. 

Senator Ervin. That is not an answer. My question is whether 
that is all the records for that period, regardless of whether they 
were in your custody on the date the subpena was issued to you or not. 

Mr. Curcio. Senator, I refuse to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarmman. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. Might I ask the nature of the 1,950 people? 
Are they generally truckdrivers, or are they warehouse workers? 
What is the nature of the membership of the union ? 

Mr. Curcro. It is a varied mixture of different workers. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have some truckdrivers ? 

Mr. Curctio. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have some warehousemen / 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. The others are miscellaneous groups? 

Mr. Curcro. Different types of workers. 

Senator McNamara. Predominantly what? What industry? 

Mr. Curcro. No particular industry, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Building-trades people? 

Mr. Curcto. No, sir. Factory people. 

Senator McNamara. Factory? Industrial ? 

Mr. Curcio. Industrial workers. 

Senator McNamara. The garment industry, for instance? 

Mr. Curcto. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. We are eliminating some things. What is the 
general area of the appointments of your people? Is it in miscel- 
laneous, manufacturing, or what? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Miscellaneous ? 

Mr. Curcro. Miscellaneous. 

Senator McNamara. Comparatively small plants? 

Mr. Curcto. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Considered generally feeder plants, is that it, 
supplying a large industry of some sort ? 

Mr. Curcro. Well, they supply industry. 

Senator McNamara. Do the plants generally have employees of less 
than 100 in number ? 

Mr. Curctro. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. So it is sort of a catchall local, is that it? 

Mr. Curcro. We are interested in organizing the unorganized, 
Senator. 

Senator McNamara. But not in the building trades? 

Mr. Curcro. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Not in the garment industry ? 

Mr. Curcto. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. But in miscellaneous industries, is that it? 
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Mr. Curcio. Wherever there are plants where the plants are unor- 
ganized and the people wish for organization, we attempt to organ- 
ize them. 

Senator McNamara. Into the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything involved in that activity that 
might tend to incriminate you in attempting to organize them? You 
are very solicitous about them, it appears. 

In engaging in understanding to organize them, is there something 
in your activity that if you told it, it might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Curtco. I don’t believe so, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, then, if it will not, let us ask some ques- 
tions about it. How do you go about organizing them ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I don’t believe your question is pertinent to 
the investigation of this committee. 

The Cuarrman. I will ask you this: What is a per capita tax? 

Mr. Curcro. A per capita tax ¢ 

The Carman. Yes. 

Mr. Curcio. That is so much that goes to the international for each 
dues-paying member that pays dues into a local union. 

Mr. Cowen. Senator, may I call it a levy imposed by the inter- 
national upon the local unions, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I am going to have you sworn in a minute, if you 
are going to do all of this testifying. 

Mr. Conen. I am trying to be cooperative with the committee. 

The CHamman. We will ask for your cooperation as we need it. 
I do not want to have to warn you repeatedly. When I question the 
witness, if you want him to take the fifth amendment, advise him to 
take it. That is your privilege. When I question him, I want him 
to give the answers, if he answers. 

You said it was not pertinent to inquire how you go about organiz- 
ing. It may be very pertinent, and the Chair is going to insist that 
you answer, since you said there is nothing in it that might incriminate 
you. You testified to that under oath. I am going to ask you how 
you go about organizing, and do you expect an extortion from it. 

J am going to ask you several questions. 

You said you did not think it would incriminate you. Let us see. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I believe that I will—I think I will take the 
fifth amendment. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. After the last statement, Senator, I think the fifth 
amendment is best for me. 

The CHarmrman. It may be. 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

The Caarrman. You are probably a better judge of that than I 
am, though I doubt it. 

Mr. Curcto. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Do you, in undertaking to organize them, use 
force and violence ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcto. I must refuse to answer that question, Your Honor. 

The Cuareman. In organizing them, after you get them organized, 
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do you cheat on their funds and take money that does not belong to 
you and misappropriate it and misuse it, union funds ? 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds it 

may tend to incriminate me. 

The Crarrman. So your first statement that there was nothing in 
organizing them that w vould tend to incriminate you 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I don’t believe that anything that I can say 
here will be helpful to me. I think it best if I take the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The CHarrman. You think you better take the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You think that is the safest course for you to 
pursue ? 

Mr. Curcrio. After the statement that has been made by the Hon- 
orable Senator McClellan, I believe it is the best stand for me to take. 

The CHamman. Which statement do you refer to? 

Mr. Curcto. About extortion, Senator. 

The CuHatrman. You think if you told about that, it might incrim- 
inate you? 

Is that what you are saying? 

Mr. Curcto. No. I refuse to answer any question, Senator, on the 
grounds that I may be incriminated. 

Senator Ervin. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that the 
chairman has made no statement, that the chairman merely put a ques- 
tion to the witness. Certainly the question of the chairman would 
not tend to incriminate the witness. The witness stated that any- 
thing he answered along this line would not tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Curcio. I think any statement made, Senator, in the present 
atmosphere, wouldn’t tend to do me any good. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, if you were to tell the truth, you 
think it would be harmful to you. Is that your position ? 

Mr. Curcto. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ervin. In other words, you state that if you told the truth, 
the truthful answer that you gave would tend to incriminate you, 
would show that you were guilty of some offense, is that what you are 
saying ¢ 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. I wanted to find out a little more about these 
practices. I think the AFL-CIO International now has set up an 
ethical practices code about this taking of the fifth amendment. You 
are, as you have testified today, secretary-treasurer of teamsters local 
No. 269. I believe you said you took the fifth amendment before the 
New York grand jury. Is that true? 

Mr. Curcro. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Has the AFL-CIO taken any action? 

Well, they would not know about that. 

They will know about this. 

Is it true that you were convicted in 1944 on 4 different charges, 
sentenced to Danbury for 9 months on the 26th of February 1944; 
convicted again on a later date and sentenced to 9 months on May 
25, 1944; on May 25, 1944 you got a writ of habeus corpus; on June 
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29, 1944 you were sentenced to 9 months and a $100 fine, to run con- 
currently with a sentence then being served ? 

The first of these was for transporting untaxed alcohol, the second 
for possession of untaxed liquor, the third for possession "of untaxed 
liquor, and the fourth for posseesinng a still? Do you think it might 
incriminate you to testify about that ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curico. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do your union members know of this past record 
of yours? 

Mr. Curcrio. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. I see here a charge against you as being a fugitive 
from justice. What happened to that charge ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

he CuatrmMan. Is there anything further, Mr. Counsel? 

Senator Munpr. How long have you been 

The Cuamman. I just wanted to ask you to see if that is the kind 
of officers that they have in unions, people who have been convicted of 
offenses like that. 

Senator Munpr. How long have you been secretary-treasurer of 
local 269? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Will you explain to me why telling us you are 
secretary-treasurer of a union is nonincriminating but it gets to be 
incriminating as to how long you have been secretary ? ? 

Mr. Curcto. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Munpr. When did union 269 get its charter ? 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Munopr. Is there something illegal about the way you got 
your charter? 

Mr. Curcto. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munopr. It could not incriminate you unless there was 
something illegal about the procurement of the charter. It is not 
illegal to ¢ get a “charter. If you got it illegally, fraudulently, then you 
are entitled to take the fifth amendment. But you are certainly not 
entitled to take it if you got it in the normal process. 

Mr. Curcro. Senator, I must claim the fifth amendment. 

Senator Munpt. How much salary are you paid? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munprt. Do the members of your union know how much 
salary you are paid? 

Mr. Curcto. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Do you think the members of your union are 
allowed to know how much salary you are paid ? 
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Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. When was the last meeting of your union? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer, Senator, by virtue of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. Have you had a meeting in 1957 ? 

Mr. Curcto. Senator, I must refuse to answer by virtue of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. A while ago the chairman was inquiring about 
the methods you used to organize. In such organizing practices, do 
you contact the employer ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Curtis. Do you apply any pressure to the employer ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Curtis. Do you threaten the employer that if he does not 
sign up his employees into the union that his place will be picketed ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Senator Curtis. Do you advise the employer that if he does not 
sign up his members to the union, that no goods will be delivered to 
his place of business ? 

Mr. Curcio. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. What organizing practices do you engage in that 
would not incriminate you ? 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer that on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. I mean just those that would not incriminate 
you. What organizing practices do you engage in ¢ 

Mr. Curico. Senator, I am going to take the fifth amendment, 
which is afforded me under the Constitution of the United States, 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Are there any other questions ? 

Senator Gotpwarter. I have two short questions, Mr. Curcio. In 
the course of your connection with your union, has your union ever 
contributed money to local politics, to either party ? 

Mr. Curtco. Senator, with all due respect, I must refuse to answer 
on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Gotpwater. Has your union contributed to politics on the 
Federal level ? 

Mr. Curtco. Once, again, Senator, I must refuse to answer on the 
grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. What officials in the teamsters international do you 
know ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Curico. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment, it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. What politicians do you know ? 

Mr. Curico. Senator, once again, I must refuse to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. I would assume, Mr. Curcio, that the president 
of the local is a reputable fellow and not a criminal or a crook. I 
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will assume, therefore, that it would not be incriminating to you to 
tell us hisname. Who isthe president of your local ? 

Mr. Curico. Senator, I must refuse to answer on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Munpr. Is he just a crook? You could not possibly pro- 
tect yourself in a court case. I think your counsel will so advise 
you, declining to give us the name of the president of your union, 
unless he, perchance, is involved in some illegal activity. I would not 
think you would want to reflect on him unless, of course, he is a crook. 
I do not know who he is. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Curcio. The name is Allan Viggiano. 

Senator Munpr. Will you spell it for us? 

Mr. Curcio. V-i-g-g-i-a-n-o. 

Senator Munpr. And he is also elected by the local membership 
the same as you are? 

Mr. Curcio. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I did not think you should reflect on him need- 
lessly if he was all right. 

Mr. Curcto. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. All right. 

The Cuamman. Are there any other questions? 

Senator Coxrts. For how long a period are the officers elected ? 

Mr. Curcro. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. Have you been elected more than once? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Are there any other questions? 

The witness’ testimony today 1s not complete. The primary purpose 
of having him here today was to determine whether he would arco 
records or whether we would have to take other action to get them. 
His further testimony will be required at a later date. With that 
understanding, and with your consent and agreement, that you re- 
main under your present subpena, subject to call, under the recogni- 
zance of the committee to return when notified within a reasonable 
time—and we will give you reasonable notice, reasonable notice to 
either you or your attorney, when we will need you again—with that 
understanding, the committee will excuse you from further attendance 
today. 

Do you agree? 

Mr. Curcrio. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And counsel also agrees? 

Mr. Conen. If we could get some adequate notice of the next hear- 
ing, we would appreciate it. 

The Cuarrman. We will give it to you just as soon as the hearing 
is set. We will be glad to do that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could I ask Mr. Cohen a question ? 

Mr. Conen. Surely, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. We had a conversation on Friday, did we not, you 
and I, on the telephone? 

Mr. Conen. Late in the afternoon. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did we discuss the books and records that we wanted 
Mr. Curcio to produce? 

Mr. Conen. We discussed the subpena. 

Mr. Kennepy. And we discussed what was in the subpena ? 

Mr. Couen. I don’t recall going into the nature of the subpena. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you say that the contents of the subpena, what 
was requested, were not available and Mr. Curcio was going to state 
that? 

Mr. Conen. I don’t believe so, Mr. Kennedy. I believe I said that 
whatever answers Mr. Curcio would make would be made before the 
committee. I asked you for a few days adjournment, as I recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you say to me that the records we had subpenaed 
were not available, that Mr. Curcio would state that before the com- 
mittee, and that if we asked him where the records were, he would 
then take the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Conen. I did not say that to you. I don’t recall of ever saying 
that to you. I had no way of knowing where those records were. I 
did say this: I referred to the Curcio decision, and I said that he 
would protect his rights under that decision. 

Mr. Kennepy. We discussed other things, but you deny that we 
discussed this? 

Mr. Conen. I don’t recall ever making that statement to you, Mr. 
Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Isn’t it funny, I do recall it and it is vivid in my 
mind. 

Mr. Conen. I don’t recall. The records are here, Mr. Kennedy. 

The CHarrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Cohen, are you the attorney for local 269? 

Mr. Coren. I am the attorney for local 269. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are also the attorney for these gentlemen ? 

Mr. Conren. I am the attorney for Mr. Curcio. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that a separate situation or are you here also rep- 
resenting local 269? 

Mr. Cowen. I am here representing Mr. Curcio today. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are on a fee basis? 

Mr. Conen. I am ona very nominal] retainer from the union. Iam 
representing Mr. Curcio, in answer to this subpena. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are advising him on what is best for the 
union; is that right? 

Mr. Conen. I am advising him on his constitutional rights and 
what I believe are the best interests of the union. 

Mr. Kennepy. When his rights conflict with the union’s 
interests 

Mr. Conen. I think that is something you and I would be in issue 
on, sir. We might have an honest dispute as to that subject. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not think there is any conflict between the 
members of 269 and Mr. Curcio taking the fifth amendment before 
the committee ? 

Mr. Conen. I don’t believe so, sir. The exercise of a man’s consti- 
tutional rights does not reflect on the work he does in his job or in the 
people he represents. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you stolen any money from local 269? 

Mr. Conen. Has he stolen any money? 
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Mr. Kennepy. Have you taken any money? Have you stolen any 
money ¢ 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer, Mr. Kennedy, on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Are there any other questions ? 

Bear in mind, gentlemen, Mr. Cohen is not a witness. 

Mr. Conen. I do not hesitate to answer these questions for the 
Senators. 

Senator Munpr. You heard the witness say that he took the fifth 
amendment on the question of whether he stole any money. To de- 
velop the hypothesis, if it were true that he had stolen some money 
from union 269, would you not think there was a conflict then, be- 
tween his constitutional rights and the interest of the union members? 

Mr. Conen. Had he been found guilty, and had he exhausted all 
of his appeals, I think there would be a conflict. 

Senator Munpr. I am saying hypothetically, had he stolen, quite 
regardless of whether he had been found guilty, had he stolen any, is 
that a conflict ? 

Mr. Conen. Are you asking me that as an attorney ? 

Senator Munpr. Correct. 

Mr. Conen. Usually, as an attorney, we wait to see what a jury 
will do. If he is found guilty, whether or not he was found guilty 
properly, whether or not his avenues of appeal have been exhausted. 

I say to this committee, if my client were found guilty of stealing 
money, and all of the appeals were exhausted, I might take a different 
attitude. He has not, and he is not before this committee with any 
such charge. 

Senator Munpr. I am engaging purely in a hypothesis, but you are 
leading me now, to believe that had your client stolen the money, and 
your great capacity as a lawyer being able to get him a verdict of inno- 
cent from the jury, there would be no conflict of interest between him 
and the union members. 

Mr. Conen. I don’t think that is a fair statement, Senator. I 
don’t think attorneys try to get clients off in the manner you are sug- 
gesting. I think a man is due a trial by his peers. 

Senator Munpr. I am not a lawyer, but you do not think lawyers try 
to get people an innocent verdict if they are actually guilty ? 

Mr. Couen. I think you should discuss that with counsel closer to 
the interests of this committee. I think we would have conflict there, 
too. I respect the Constitution of the United States. 

Those constitutional guaranties were in those books long before we 
came on the scene and they will be here long after we leave. My life 
has been dedicated and devoted. I have no doubt or hesitancy to tell 
this committee that I have great love for those individual, personal 

aranties and freedoms. That is the way I have conducted my pro- 
ieasinnal life. 

Senator Munor. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. Conen. And I represent more than 20 unions affiliated with the 
AFL-CIO, not only in New York, but Connecticut, New Jersey, and 
other States, for more than 20 years. 

Senator Gotpwater. Mr. Cohen, are you acquainted with the re- 
cently adopted code of ethics of the ClIO-AFL? 

Mr. Conen. I am, sir. 
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Senator Gotpwarter. Could you tell me in your interpretation of 
those, if a union official takes the fifth amendment to protect himself, 
is he susceptible to the application of that code ? 

Mr. Conen. I don’t think that has been decided by the ethical 
practices committee as yet. 

Senator Gotpwater. It seems to me that it only applies if he is 
taking the fifth amendment to protect himself. If he is taking the 
fifth amendment to protect his union, I understand he is not subject to 
disciplinary action; is that correct ? 

Mr. Couen. I think the Senator has given a fair version of one of the 
interpretations of the code. 

Senator Gotpwarer. So it would be safe to assume that if Mr. 
Curcio here today is taking the fifth amendment to protect the records 
of his union, that he would not be subject to disciplinary action under 
the code of ethics of the AFL-CIO? 

Mr. Conen. I can’t speak for the ethical practices committee. 
Messrs. Potofsky, Dubinsky, Hayes, Harris—with this counsel—they 
will make their decision. 

Senator Gorpwater. I was hoping in your capacity as a lawyer, 
representing 20 different unions, you could tell us. I think I read in 
the papers yesterday or the day before that the case is that, like this 
gentleman, if he comes before us to protect his union and he takes 
the fifth amendment, that the AFL-CIO ethical practices code does 
not apply. 

Mr. Conen. I believe he has taken it in good conscience and they 
will look at it that way. I believe he is here to protect the interests 
of his members and himself. Certainly, his members. 

Senator Gotpwater. You feel he is pretty safe, then, as far as his 
position goes? 

Mr. Couen. I don’t want to make any statement for the ethical 
practices commission. We believe in autonomy. They have their 
rights and they know what to do to exercise them. 

“Anybody who is subject to their jurisdiction would not want to 
make a statement at this time. I think they could very well take care 
of their own business. 

The CuarrmMan. Are there any other questions? 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman, along that line, I have a 
question. 

Does not the code of ethical practices apply to local union officers 
as well? 

Mr. Conen. I interpret it so, sir, local union officers, too, sir. 

The CuatrMan. The witness will remain under the rec ognizance 
that the Chair has given. 

Mr. Coven. If I may say, Baker at one time, I believe the com- 
mittee knows, was an officer of local 649, and would not have anything 
to do with the international. I am not testifying, but he would 
testify that at no time did he ever have possession custody, or control 
of any records, and certainly, not those records here. 

The CuairmMan. You may be excused for the present. 

The committee will stand in recess, subject to the call of the 
chairman. 

(Present at the taking of the recess were: Senators McClellan, 
McNamara, Ervin, Mundt, Goldwater, and Curtis.) 

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p. m., the hearing in the above-entitled mat- 
ter was recessed, to reconvene, subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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Untrep States SENATE, 
SeLect CoMMITTeE ON Improper ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lapor oR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D. C. 

The select committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to Senate Resolution 
74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate Office Build- 
ing, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select committee) 
presiding. 

Present: Senators John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Irving 
M. Ives, Republican, New York; John F. Kennedy, Democrat, Mas- 
sachusetts; Pat McNamara, Democrat, Michigan; Karl E. Mundt, 
Republican, South Dakota; Barry Goldwater, Republican, Arizona; 
Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Jerome 8. Adler- 
man, chief assistant counsel; Paul J. Tierney, assistant counsel; 
Walter R. May, assistant counsel ; Robert E. Dunne, assistant counsel ; 
P. Kenneth O’Donnell, assistant counsel; Frank C. Lloyd, investiga- 
tor: Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were Senators McClellan, Ives, Goldwater, and Curtis.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Today we are going into the election for the presi- 
dency of joint council 16, and the prominent part that local 649 and 
the officers of local 649 played in that. 

The first witness is Mr. Harry Davidoff. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Davidoff, will you come around, please ? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Davinorr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY DAVIDOFF, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JACQUES M. SCHIFFER 


The Cuatrrman. Will you state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Davinorr. My name is Harry Davidoff. I reside at 9212 
Avenue B, Brooklyn. 

The CHarrman. Have you finished your answer ¢ 

Mr. Daviporr. That is right. 

The Cuamman. What is your business or occupation ? 
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Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. I think you fellows coming in here taking the 
fifth amendment on that are convincing every decent American citi- 
zen in this country that it might incriminate you if you told the 
truth. 

Let counsel identify himself, 

Mr. Scuirrer. I am J. M. Schiffer, Rockville Centre, N. Y. 

The CuatrmMan. Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the information we have, Mr. Davidoff 
is now secretary-treasurer of local 258 of the teamsters. His history 
has been that he was with the Toy and Doll Workers, CIO, Local 130, 
and that he then transferred to Local 130 of the Toy and Doll Work- 
ers, AFL, and formed his own international with the Toy and Doll 
Workers. 

He is one of those who was the recipient of what we call the “bounc- 
ing charter,” local 228, of the UAW, and he had control of that after 
the time that the bouncing charter was supposed to have been with- 
drawn by the international. 

Then on January 1, 1955, local 649, one of Mr. Dio’s original locals, 
moved in with 130 and they merged, and he became financial secre- 
tary of 649. 

Then on November 8, 1955, when the paper locals were set up, he 
became secretary-treasurer of local 258 of the teamsters, and he is 
presently still there. 

According to the information that we have, he was arrested on 
December 14, 1933, and convicted for burglary at night, received a 
3-year probation sentence. 

‘In 1931 he was arrested for felonious assault with a knife and dis- 
charged, and in 1936 for having a gun in his possession. He was 
discharged. 

In 1937, for grand larceny, and he was discharged. In 1938 for 
grand larceny of an automobile, and he was discharged. In 1939 for 
robbery, and he was acquitted. 

In 1940, attempted extortion, and he was sent to the penitentiary. 
In 1942, vagrancy, dismissed, 

In 1943, bookmaking, and he was convicted. 

In 1957, it was extortion, and it is still pending. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Counsel, how many convictions were there 
before he shows up in the labor movement ? 

Mr. Kennepy. He was convicted of burglary, attempted extortion, 
and bookmaking, 3 convictions, and about 7 other arrests. 

He is also known as “Little Gangy,” and “Duff”; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Scutrrer. You are in error right there. He is not known as 
“Little Gangy,” and maybe some of your other information is in 
error. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it in error? 

The Cuatrman. Let the witness testify if it is in error. 

Mr. Daviworr. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are any of the statements made about your career 
in error? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you have an alias of “Little Gangy” ? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennevy. Do you have an alias of “Duff” ¢ 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you now secretary-treasurer of local 258 of the 
teamsters ? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee the circumstances un- 
der which local 649 became associated with you, and you became 
secretary-treasurer of local 649 on January 1, 1955? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Mr. Chairman, according to the information that 
we have and the testimony before the committee, in late November 
and early December 1955, Mr. Davidoff and Joe Curcio had Mildred 
Warschauer and another secretary prepare the 5 letters, 5 of the 7 
requests for the seating of delegates in the joint council 16. 

Could you tell the committee the circumstances that led up to that? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr, Kennepy. Now, the five locals whose letter s you and Joe Curcio 
prepared were locals 651, 258, 269, 284, and 362; is that correct? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee whom you discussed 
this matter with prior to sending the letters into joint council 16 
requesting seating ¢ 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, local 258 had no members up until 
July of 1956. And then, according to the information that we have, 
Mr. Davidoff then transferred 38 of the shops from local 649 to his 
local in the teamsters union, local 258. That is a different inter- 
national. They went from local 649 of the UAW-AFL, to 258 of the 
teamsters. 

Is that correct, Mr. Davidoff ? 

Mr. Daviworr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss this with the membership prior to 
transferring them into the teamsters ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the same time, were there some shops taken from 
local 649 and transferred into local 269 of the teamsters by Joe Curcio. 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair presents to you a carbon copy of a letter 
bearing your signature, and on the bottom of the letter it is signed. 
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I don’t believe it is dated. I will ask you to examine this and see 
if you wrote that letter or dictated it and if that is your signature. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Daviworr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CxHarrman. I ask you to examine it and state whether you have 
examined it or not. 

Mr. Daviworr. I have examined it. 

The Cyaan. Is that your signature? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cxarrman. Is there anything you can testify to without in- 
criminating yourself ? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. Make this exhibit 104. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 104” for 
reference, and will be found in the appendix on p. 4869.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, we understand that Mr. Davi- 
doff was also one of those who participated in the collusive arrange- 
ment with certain businessmen and made contracts, so-called sweet- 
heart contracts, to the detriment of the membership. 

Specifically I am talking about the contract that was made with the 
All-Rite Belt Co., Inc., by local 269, where it was arranged that the 
company would pay $96 to the union every month with a contract 
that was signed and which was a sweetheart contract, and with eight 
names that were listed, some of the names of people who no longer 
worked at All-Rite Belt Co. 

Is that correct, Mr. Davidoff ? 

Mr. Daviporr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We also have the information that Mr. Davidoff 
participated with his local in making a contract with the Seal-Tight 
Quilting Co., another contract which was a sweetheart contract, and 
at that time the local with whom Mr. Davidoff was associated re- 
quested $1,000 from Mr. Fine to put an ad in the bulletin of local 649. 

Would you tell us about that? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. The ad only cost $500, and could you tell us what 
happened to the other $500? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us how the other officers were picked 
for the origina! teamster paper locals ? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, here is the letter that was signed 
by Mr. Davidoff, dated December 1, 1955. 

The Cramman. This is exhibit 14, and present it to the witness, 
please. 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

The CuHatrman. The Chair instructs you to examine that docu 
ment, and state whether or not you identify it. 
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Mr. Daviporr. I examined it. 

The Cuatrman. Can you say whether you identify it? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is the local 258, and Mr. Davidoff 
writes the letter : 

The following are the names and titles of the officers of local 258, and the 
same are requested to be seated as delegates to joint council 16, 

It is signed by Harry Davidoff, secretary-treasurer. 

The president of the local is Sam Getlan. Now, Mr. Getlan ap- 
peared before the committee and he testified that he had never even 
heard of the local, let alone know he was president. 

Can you explain that? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee where the name 
Anthony Barbera came from? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is listed as trustee. 

How about David Koch, who was also listed as trustee ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, Mr. Chairman, on February 2, 1956, Mr. 
Davidoff sent a letter to the joint council, giving the names of those 
who were eligible to vote in the election. There were seven names, 
and all seven did vote in the subsequent election for the presidency 
of point council 16. They voted for O’Rourke. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair presents to the witness exhibit 15, photo- 
static copy of a letter bearing his signature, and we will ask him to 
examine it and state whether he identifies it. 

(A document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Davivorr. I examined the document. 

The Cuatrman. Do you identify it? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cnamman. Are you ashamed of it, is that why you won’t 
answer the question ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Counsel, make a statement for the record here 
of everything that you have against this witness. I want to be very 
fair and I want to give him a chance to deny it. Make a statement 
of all of his criminal record and hoodlum activities and everything 
that we have in this file. 

I want you to make a statement about it and I want to give this 
witness a chance, a fair chance, to deny these charges and accusations. 

Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Scutrrer. May I offer an objection, please, to the statement by 
general counsel ? 

The Cuarmman. You can offer it and the Chair will promptly over- 
rule it. 

Mr. Scrirrer. I haven’t stated the grounds yet. 
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The Cuarrman. That doesn’t matter with me. 

Mr. Scuirrer. Our grounds for the objection respectfully stated 
are simply that it has already gone into the record, and that the pur- 
pose of this committee is to investigate and hear evidence, and then 
come up with a report. The purpose of the present question directed 
by the chairman to this witness is only for the purpose of ridicule and 
scorn. It is already in the record, and now the Chair is going to go 
into the record of this man. 

The Cuarrman. I have ordered it read and the Chair overrules the 
objections. We are undertaking to get information upon which to 
legislate. I hope that this committee will come up with recommenda- 
tions for ae and that the Congress will pass them, that will 
liberate the honest working people of this country from hoodlums and 
racketeers. 

I am going to do everything in my power to get the facts and to 
expose the racketeering that is going on, with a view that the Con- 
gress then, upon the basis of that information, can enact laws that 
will protect honest working people from some scoundrels that have 
infiltrated the labor movement. 

The objections to the questions are overruled and counsel is in- 
structed to proceed. 

Mr. Scurrrer. In view of what you have just stated, Mr. Chairman, 
may I offer this additional objection: Part of the statements made by 
chief counsel and alluded to indirectly by your last statement pointed 
toward what we call or what has been called sweetheart contracts. 
The fact remains that those people who were supposed to be the 
laborers who suffered under these sweetheart contracts, as a result of 
the sweetheart contracts, still receive wages higher than those in many 
of the States represented by the distinguished members of this com- 
mittee. 

The CHatrman. The Chair doesn’t care to hear any more from 
you. If your client is willing to testify, we will be glad to hear him. 

These are matters within his knowledge, and if he wants to take 
the fifth amendment of course that is his privilege. But it is also 
the duty of this committee to present the witnesses with such inter- 
rogation as is necessary or proper to elicit the facts and give them 
an opportunity to answer. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, following up your line of thought, 
I would like to point out to the attorney out there that it is the wit- 
ness’ own fault if these questions are being asked and going un- 
answered. He has every opportunity to answer them. I cannot for 
the life of me see why he is hiding behind the fifth amendment. Cer- 
tainly he has a right to do it and you don’t need to lecture me on 
that, and I understand the Constitution. 

But that doesn’t give him an unalterable right to do it under all 
circumstances. 

Now is he under subpena in New York? 

Mr. Scutrrer. I don’t believe so, Senator. 

Senator Ives. Has he been convicted of anything? 

Mr. Scutrrer. I wouldn’t know. 

Senator Ives. Is he under indictment ? 

Mr. Scuirrer. I believe he is facing one indictment up there in 


New York. 
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Senator Ives. Is there anything that he might answer here that is 
going to hurt him where that is concerned ¢ 

Mr. Scuirrer. Well, the question is a loaded question, Senator, in 
this sense. 

Senator Ives. It is not loaded at all. It is a perfectly honest 
question. 

Mr. Scuirrer. I am not questioning the honesty of the question. 
I say it is a loaded question the way it has been put. 

Senator Ives. If that is the way you feel about it, I have no more 
to ask you. 

The Cuamman. Proceed and make this record complete and state 
everything that you have in the files here against this witness and 
give him an opportunity to deny it or explain it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, here is a letter that was sent over 
Mr. Harry Davidoff’s signature, as secretary-treasurer to joint coun- 
cil 16, of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters. 

The letter is dated February 2, 1956. 

Dear Sir AND BrorHer: This will certify that the bearer, Sam Getlan, is an 
executive-board member of local union 259 and is eligible to vote in the joint 
council election. 

Now Mr. Getlan has testified before this committee, Mr. Chairman, 
that he was not a member of the union and he was not president of 
the union and he did not vote, and yet these credentials were used 
to cast a vote for John O’Rourke in that election. The letter is sent 
over the signature of Harry Davidoff. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know Sam Getlan? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrmMan. Does he know you? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. What is there about that election that would 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. You know the whole thing was a fraud, do you 
not? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. It was a rigged election, and you helped rig it, 
didn’t you ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cratrman. Did you sign this letter? We will present it to 
you. Itis exhibit 16. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Davinorr. I have examined the document. 

The Cuamman. Did you sign that document ? 

Mr. Daviworr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrmMan. That is a part of the fraud that you perpetrated, is 
it not? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 
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The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we had some statements about a 
sweetheart contract. Now, based on the facts of the contract at the 
All-Rite Belt Co., there were some 30 messengers. According to the 
arrangements made with the All-Rite Belt Co. by Mr. Davidoff and 
his colleagues, the company was just to select any 8 and send in the 
dues for any 8, and there were a different 8 every ‘week. Some of the 
people we interviewed didn’t even know they were members of the 
union. Yet their dues were taken off, and sent in by the company 
to the union every week, and there was no increase, and no benefit 
for the employees. 

Can you explain that to us? 

Mr. Davinorr. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. About when was that contract entered into? 

Mr. Kennepy. Originally by local 130, which Mr. Davidoff repre- 
sented, and then it was transferred over to local 649, Mr. Dio’s union, 
and then it was transferred over to local 258 of the teamsters, w ith 
which Mr. Davidoff is now associated. Then we have another con- 
tract that was entered into on the 5th of July 1955, where the wage 
scale of $1 is crossed out and $0.85 is written in. This is a contract 
that is signed by Harry Davidoff, and gives a week’s vacation after 
you have worked a year, and it is a contract with the Seal- Tight 
Quilting Corp. 

Was there any benefit in that contract for the employees? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Was there any connection between the signing of 
that contract and the $1,000 check that you received for the ‘ad from 
Mr. Fine? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, here is a list of the shops that Mr. 
Davidoff transferred over to local 258 of the teamsters, from 649. 

The Cuatrman. We will present this to the witness, please. 

(The document was handed to the witness. ) 

The Cuarrman. The Chair presents a document to you and asks 
you to examine it and state if you recognize it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Daviworr. I examined the document. 

The CHamman. Do you recognize it? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
upon the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. That document may be made exhibit No. 105. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 105” for 
reference, and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

The CHarrman. Are you willing to tell us how much money you 
have robbed union members of during the time you have been asso- 
ciated with unions? 

Mr. Scuirrer. May I respectfully object to that question, Mr. 
Chairman? While it is pertinent to this | inquiry, I think it is direct- 
ing the witness to answer to a crime which is beyond the scope of 
this i inquiry. 
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The Cuatrman. We are going to inquire into crime right along. 

I ask the witness this question: Are you willing to tell us how much 
money you have robbed working people of since you have been identi- 
fied with the labor movement ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer that question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might read this notice, signed by Harry Davidoff, 
on the stationery of local 258: 

Dear Members: This is to advise you that effective the Ist day of July 1956, 
your local, Local 649, International Union, United Automobile Workers of 
America, AFL has been changed to Warehouse and Processing Employees Union, 
Local 258, International Brotherhood of Teamsters, AFL-CIO. Such change, in 
name only, does not involve any change in its officers or membership. 

Our new offices will be located at 2928 41st Avenue, room 301, Long Island City, 
N. Y., telephone Stillwell 44092. 

Accordingly, our obligations and rights under our present collective-bargaining 
agreement with our company shall continue unaffected by this change in name. 

Fraternally yours, 
Harry Daviporr, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 

Please post this notice on your bulletin board. 

What were the arrangements that were made for the sending of this 
notification to the various companies ? 

Mr. Daviworr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
upon the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were some of the shops changed on July 1, and 
some more shops changed over when your charter was lifted by the 
UAW-AFL in February ? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all. 

The Cuatrrman. Are you an American citizen? 

Mr. Daviporr. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. You are proud of it? 

Mr. Daviporr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You want now to discharge your duty to these 
working people and make a disclosure of the facts and the truths 
that affect their welfare? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHairmMan. Do you feel any obligation to the people who 
worked in your union ¢ 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you not think that they are entitled to an ac- 
counting of your stewardship? 

Mr. Davivorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CnatrmMan. Do you think one who takes the fifth amendment 
on things like that is worthy and decent enough to be head of a union? 

Mr. Davinorr. Yes. 

The CnarrmMan. You think so? 

Mr. Davivorr. Yes, sir. 

The Crairman. I am afraid a lot of people do not agree with you. 
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Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am finished with the witness. 

The Cuarrman. All right, the witness may stand aside. 

Call the next one. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wait a minute, Mr. Davidoff. We have his creden- 
tials for voting in the election. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair presents to you another document and 
asks you to examine it and state whether you identify it. 

Mr. Davivorr. I examined the document. 

The CuHatrman. Will you identify it? 

Mr. Davinorr. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. The document may be made exhibit 106. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 106” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 4870.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the records show that that vote was 
cast in the name of Mr. Davidoff, and it was one of those votes that 
was impounded, and the votes that were cast for Mr. John O’Rourke. 

The CHatrman. Are there any further questions ? 

The witness may stand aside. Call the next one. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have now two of the key figures 
from Mr. Dio’s local, local 649, and they are Mr. George Baker and 
Mr. Joseph Curcio. It is thought we might have them together. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Baker and Mr. Curcio, come around, please. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH CURCIO AND GEORGE BAKER, ACCOMPANIED 
BY THEIR COUNSEL, ARNOLD COHEN 


The Cuatrman. You and each of you do solemnly swear that the 
evidence you shall give before this Senate select committee shall be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Curcio. I do. 

Mr. Baxer. I do. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Baker, identify yourself for the record, please, 
sir. 

Mr. Baxer. George Baker, Brooklyn, N. Y., and I must decline to 
answer on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrman. We have not gotten to that yet. Where do you 
live in Brooklyn ? 

Mr. Baker. You mean the address, Senator ? 

The Cuatrman. I mean your address of the present; yes. 

Mr. Baker. 2662 Western, Brooklyn 23, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. What do you do for a ‘liv ing? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. We will let the next witness identify himself for 
the record. 

Mr. Curcio. Joseph Curcio, 13745 70th Road, Flushing, N. Y. 

The Cuarrman. Do you want to continue? Do you want to tell 
us what you do for a living? 

Mr. Curcio. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. All right. You have counsel and will you identify 
yourself for the record ? 
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Mr. Couen. Arnold Cohen, 2 Lafayette Street, New York City. 

The Cuarrman. I want to instruct the counsel now; it is apparent 
that these are some more fifth-amendment witnesses, and the Chair 
instructs the counsel to make a statement of everything we have in the 
file and in the record about which they should be interrogated. I 
want to be completely fair to them and give them an opportunity to 
deny all or any part of it or to make any explanation they care to with 
regard to this information. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, on Mr. Curcio; Mr. Curcio was an 
organizer for Dio in local 102 of the UAW-AFL from early 1951 to 
March 1952. He was an organizer and officer for local 649, UAW, the 
successor to local 102, up to October of 1954. He was president of 
local 649, UAW, succeeding Johnny Dio, from October 1954 to 
March of 1957. That is when the charter was revoked. He is secre- 
tary-treasurer of local 269 of the teamsters, one of the paper locals, 
and he has been secretary-treasurer from October 1955 to date. Is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Curcro. I decline to answer on the ground it might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask that witness 
whether or not he was associated with this union from 1951 to 1952, 
this union 102. 

Mr. Curcio. I decline to answer on the ground that it might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, any misconduct that he might have 
been guilty of is barred from any criminal prosecution by the statute 
of limitations. To tell what he has done in the labor movement more 
than 5 years ago could not possibly incriminate him. There would 
not be any chance of bringing an indictment against him in a criminal 
prosecution. 

(At this point, Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

The CuatrMan. We will proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Curcio, according to our records, was arrested 
and convicted for bootlegging back in 1944; is that correct ? 

Mr. Curcto. I decline to answer on the ground it might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, Mr. Baker, you are also known as Mr. Semel- 
macher; is that correct / 

Mr. Baker. I invoke the fifth amendment against self-incrimina- 
tion, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand that you were formerly with the 
ILGWU. You transferred over and were the regional secretary- 
treasurer of local 102 of UAW. 

M. Baxer. I decline to answer on the ground stated in my pre- 
vious answer, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are presently an organizer for local 269 of 
the International Brotherhood of Teamsters. 

Mr. Baxer. Mr. Kennedy, I decline to answer on the ground stated 
in my previous answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were one of those that were originally on 
the charter of local 102 with Sam Zakman; is that right, Mr. Baker? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And you were the one who introduced Dio to Sam 
Zakman. 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were convicted in 1947 for the sale of nar- 
cotics; is that right? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question, Mr. Kennedy, 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And in 1954 you were arrested for felonious assault. 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Did you feel that you were incriminated when you 
were convicted ? 

Mr. Baxer. Mr. Senator, I must decline to answer that question on 
the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand, also, Mr. Baker, that you filed an 
income-tax return in 1952, for the year 1952, and one under the name 
of George Baker and one under the name of George Semelmacher and 
split your income between the two; is that right? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question, Mr. Kennedy, 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you have a dual personality ? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question, Mr. Senator, on 
the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Caamman. What other names do you use? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And, also, that for the same year—and you still do 
have two social-security numbers; is that right? 

Mr. Baker. I must decline to answer that question, Mr. Kennedy, 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Curcio, we subpenaed some books and 
records of local 649 on November 8 of 1956; the Senate Subcommittee 
on Investigations subpenaed some books and records. Could you 
tell us what happened to those books and records? 

Mr. Curcto. I decline to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand that, according to the story we re- 
ceived, the books and records had also been subpenaed by the grand 
jury, Federal grand jury, on November 6, 2 days before we subpenaed 
them, for appearance, I believe, on November 7. In order to make 
sure that you were down there bright and early with the books, you 
stuck them in your car, in the automobile, and then somebody that 
evening broke into the automobile and stole all of the books and records 
of local 649; is that correct? 

Mr. Curcto. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamrman. Was there something in the records that might 
incriminate you? 

Mr. Curcro. I decline to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The Cratrman. Is that the reason they became lost? 
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Mr. Courcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand that these books and records were 
all put in Mr. Baker’s automobile, and that the thief broke into your 
automobile and stole the books and records of 649, 

Mr. Baker. Mr. Kennedy, I invoke the fifth amendment against 
self-incrimination. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you give us any explanation as to why some- 
body would want to steal books and records of local 649, Johnny Dio’s 
local? 

Mr. Baxex. I decline to answer on the ground stated in my last 
answer. 

The Cuarrman. You think it would incriminate you to say that a 
thief broke into your car and stole records that you had in there? 

Mr. Baxer. It might, Senator. 

The Cramman. You were the one that broke in? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer the question on the ground 
stated in my previous answer. 

The Crarrman. In other words, you would not want to confess 
to it. 

Mr. Baxer. I decline to answer on the ground stated in my previous 
answer. 

The Crratrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, after Dio allegedly or supposedly withdrew 
from the UAW, AFL labor movement in New York, Mr. Curcio took 
charge of operations until all of these charters were lifted in February 
and March of 1957. 

I wanted to ask you, Mr. Curcio, did you in fact take instructions 
from Mr. Dio during this period of time? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrMan. Do you know Mr. Dio? 

Mr. Curcto. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you associate with him? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatmMan. Are you engaged in any enterprises together ? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cnatrman. Are you associated with him in any way, in busi- 
ness, or in the labor movement ? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Did you conspire in any way with Dio in connection 
with the acid-throwing attack on Victor Riesel ? 

Mr. Curcto. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you explain, Mr. Curcio, why Mr. Doria felt 
it was necessary when he wrote you letters during 1955 and 1956, why 
copies of those letters should be sent to Mr. Dio? 

Mr. Curcio. I decline to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. When this arrangement was made to set up these 
teamster paper locals, was that discussed with Mr. Dio? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that John McNamara of local 808 of the 
teamsters, came to your office, local 649, and dictated some of the 
letters that went to joint council 16. 

That was according to the testimony that we heard yesterday. 
Could you tell the committee the circumstances under which John 
McNamara would do that ? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand Mr. McNamara is a close, personal 
friend of Mr. Hoffa. Did Mr. McNamara tell you what the position 
of Mr. Hoffa was on this matter? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you were an officer in 269 and we understand 
that local 269 of the teamsters did not have any members until July 
of 1956 and that you then transferred 10 of your shops or 10 of the 
shops of local 649 into local 269 of the teamsters. Is that correct? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. When the charter was lifted, I believe in February 
of 1957 by the UAW-AFL, you transferred 50 more of the shops from 
the local $49 to 269 of the teamsters; is that right? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was any of the membership informed of that? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did any of the membership approve of their 
transfer ? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, we understand, again getting back to some of 
these so-called sweetheart contracts, that there was a contract made 
with the Carnival Spraying Co., and the shop was originally organ- 
ized by “Benny the Bug.” Do you know Benny the Bug? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that the arrangements that were made with the 

Yarnival Spraying Co. by your union were that all they had to do was 
list 8 employees, and they proceeded to list 8 people whose names often 
were fictitious names, and you approved of this arrangement. 

Would you tell us about that ? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was no benefit gained for the membership 
under this arrangement. Could you tell us about that? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand also that you participated in the 
dictating of the letters to the teamsters joint council requesting the 
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seating of certain of these officers. Could you tell the committee where 


you got the names of these people? 


Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you participate in that? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Armando Simontacci ? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the letter that you wrote, he was 
listed as president of local 269. Will you tell us about that? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Simontacci, according to the letter that you 
wrote on the joint council 16 should be seated as a delegate, and then 
a credential was issued to him and he voted in the election. 

Could you tell us the circumstances under which Mr. Simontacci 
became president of local 269 ? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had he had any other previous labor union ex- 
perience ? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have Mr. Simontacci here as a 
witness, and could we call him and perhaps he could sit over here. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Simontacci, will you come around, please? 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me ask you, is Mr. Simontacci related to you? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that how he was selected as president of this 
local ? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did his wife participate in your marriage? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is Mr. Simontacci here? 

Mr. Conen. I haven’t heard that name before. 

The Cuatrman. Will you be sworn ? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Srmonvacct. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ARMANDO SIMONTACCI 


The CuatrmMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please. 

Mr. Stwontacct. Armando Simontacci, 156 Forsythe Street, New 
York City, and I work for Lloyd’s Fabricating, 182 Sibley Avenue. 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you very much. 

You are advised, I am sure, that you have a right to counsel? 
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Mr. Srwontacct. I was advised ; yes. 

The CuHarmman. You waive counsel? 

Mr. Srmontaccti. I waive counsel. 

The CuHatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Simontacci, according to the letter that was 
sent by Joseph Curcio to Joint Counsel 16, International Brotherhood 
of Teamsters, you are listed as president of local 269. 

Are you familiar with that? 

Mr. Smwontacct. Yes, I am. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you exhibit No. 20 and ask you to 
examine it, please, sir. 

(A document was handed to the witness.) 

The Cuatrman. Have you had any previous knowledge of that 
document ? 

Mr. Sumontacct. Yes, I have. 

The CHarman. All right. 

Mr, Kennepy. Now, Mr. Simontacci, could you tell the committee 
the circumstances under which you became president of local 269? 
First, who spoke to you about it? 

Mr. Stmonvaccr. Mr. Curcio. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Curcio say to you? 

Mr. Srmmontacct. He said that he nominated me for president. 

Mr. Kennepy. And had you been in the Teamsters Union prior to 
that ? 

Mr. Stwontacct. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you been an officer of any union prior to that? 

Mr. Srwontaccti. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you known Mr. Curcio? 

Mr. Sumontacct. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You lived in the house that he used to live in, is that 
right ? ; 

Mr. Srmmontaccri. Well, I lived in the same neighborhood. 

Mr. Kennepy. In what? 

Mr. Srwontacctr. In the neighborhood. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the same neighborhood ? 

Mr. Srmmontacct. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the house you now live in—had the Curcio family 
lived in that house? 

Mr. Srmontaccr. At one time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, he told you that you were going to be the 
president of the local; did he? 

Mr. Srmontaccr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then the next thing you heard was that there 
was going to be an election / 

Mr. Srwontacct. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you meet with a group of people and go down 
to the election ? 

Mr. Smrontacct. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did? 

Mr. Srwontacct. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you there going to the election to vote for 
John O’Rourke ? 

Mr. Suwontacct. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know John O’Rourke? 
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Mr. Smwontaccr. No. 

The Cuarrman. Was that the election held by joint council 16? 

Mr. Suwonvracci. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is the election that you are speaking of? 

Mr. Stmontaccr. That is right. 

The Cuarman. I present to you a document dated February 2, 
1956, which is a letter to joint council 16, signed by Joseph Curcio, 
secretary-treasurer of local 269, in which it names you as a member 
of the executive board of local 269 and certifies that you are eligible 
to vote in that election. 

Will you examine the document, please? Will you state if you 
identify it ? 

(A cee was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you familiar with that, and did you ever see 
that ¢ 

Mr. Stmontaccr. I never saw this. 

The CuarrmMan. That document may be made exhibit No. 107. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 107” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 4871.) 

The Cuarmman. Did you know that you had been certified as 
eligible to vote in that election / 

Mr. Stwonvraccr. Well, it must have been, because I voted. 

The Cuairman. I understand. Did they tell you that they had 
certified you as a delegate, or as eligible to vote? 

Mr. Srmonvracct. Well, I don’t grasp the question. Would you 
mind repeating it 

The Cuamman. Before you went over there to vote—you said you 
did attend the meeting, and you voted, as I understood you. 

Mr. Srwontaccr. That is right. 

The CHatrrman. Now, prior to that, did they tell you that they 
had certified you as a member of that executive board and that you 
were entitled to vote ? 

Mr. Srwontacct. Well, no, I guess the question was omitted or 
maybe it was told to me, but I don’t recollect. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t recall / 

Mr. Srmontracct. No. 

The CHarrman. Who may have told you! 

Mr. Stmontacct. No. 

The CuHatmrman. Who asked you to go over there and vote? 

Mr. Sumontaccr. Mr. Curcio. 

The Cuatmrman. How long before you voted did he ask you to go 
over there? 

Mr. Srmon'raccr. Well, it could have been a couple of days, or a 
week, and I don’t remember. 

The CHarrmMan. Some day or two beforehand ¢ 

Mr. Srwonracct. It might have been. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn't you go up to his office on 57th Street, and he 
said, “We are all going over to vote” ? 

Mr. Srmontacct. He didn’t say, “We are all going over to vote.” 
He just told me to come over to the office, and I went. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was a group there? 

Mr. Stmontaccr. There were many people walking in and out and 
I am not familiar with the procedures in the local. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So you went to the auditorium at that time and you 
voted ? 

Mr. Suwontaccr. That is right. 

The Cuaman. Let me ask a question there. Had you at that 
time paid any dues or initiation fees to any union ? 

Mr. Stmontacci. To this particular union or to any union, you 
mean ? 

The CHatrMAn. Well, I will ask you first, to any union. 

Mr. Smmontaccr. I belonged to another union, yes. 

The Cuarrman. You belonged to other unions ! 

Mr. Srwontaccr. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. But as to this union, had you paid any dues or 
initiation fee ? 

Mr. Srvontaccr. No, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You actually were not a member of it, were you ? 

Mr. Srwonrtaccr. Well, if I was nominated for president, I guess 
it is the beginning of a membership. 

Senator Curtis. Did you receive a salary as president? 

Mr. Srvontaccr. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. How long did you serve as president ? 

Mr. Srwontaccr. I might be still serving as president to my 
knowledge. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever preside over any meetings as pres- 
ident ? 

Mr. Srmonracct. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Did you ever appoint any committees ? 

Mr. Srmonracct. No, sir. 

Senator Curris. Did you ever transact any business for them ? 

Mr. Srmontaccr. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Did you ever meet any of the members who elected 
you? 

Mr. Srwontacctr. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You never attended any meeting at all? 

Mr. Srmontacci. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Could you name any of the members of the union ? 

Mr. Srwonvtaccr. Can I name any of the members of the union ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Srvontaccr. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do they have any collective bargaining contracts ? 

Mr. Sronraccr. Not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. The man that set you up in that is the man over 
here at the witness stand, Mr. Curcio ? 

Mr. Srvontaccr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is the last exhibit. Exhibit 
107 states that: 

This will certify that the bearer, Armando Simontacci, is an executive board 


member of our local union, 269, and is eligible to vote in the joint council elec- 
tion. 


It is signed by Joseph Curcio. You say you never saw this letter 
before ? 

Mr. Srwontacct. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. These are the credentials that are used to vote in the 
election. How were you able to vote without any credentials? 
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Mr. Srmonvraccr. I might have seen it now, and don’t misunder- 
stand me. Is my signature on it 

Mr. Kennepy. No. 

Mr. Simonvacct. Then I didn’t sign anything. It might have been 
passed to me, and I might have read it and placed it back. 

Mr. Kennepy. How did you go about voting? Did they hand you 
something, and you just put a mark down on it ¢ 

Mr. Stmontacct. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. A piece of paper? How did you vote? 

Mr. Srmonvracct. Vote where ? 

Mr. Kennepy. At the joint council election. 

Mr. Srwontaccr. They handed me a slip of paper. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you wrote a name in? 

Mr. Simontaccr. You went into a ballot place and you cast your 
ballot. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Curcio tell you that you were to be for 
John O’Rourke. 

Mr. Stmontacct. How would Isay? That is polifics. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is politics ? 

Mr. Srwontacct. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Frank Longey ? 

Mr. Stmontracct. Yes, sir; 1 do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is he related to you ? 

Mr. Srontacct. Yes; he is. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is a cousin, is he ? 

Mr. Srmontacct. Through marriage. 

Mr. Krennepy. He is listed as vice president of local 651. Do you 
know if he voted in the election ? 

Mr. Srmonvacct. He might have. 

Mr. Krennepy. Is he still president or vice president of local 651? 

Mr. Stmonvacct. Not to my knowledge; I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know how he became vice president? 

Mr. Srmonvaccr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The same way you did? 

Mr. Stmontacct. Yes; I informed him. 

Mr. Kennepy. You informed him that he was president ? 

Mr. Srmonvracct. I don’t know if he was vice president or secretary, 
but I informed him, and I don’t recall right now. 

Senator Munpr. Did you pick him out ? 

Mr. Srmontaccr. No, sir; [ didn’t pick him out. 

Senator Munpr. You were told he was to be the man, and you simply 
carried the message to him ? 

Mr. Stwonvraccr. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Who told vou that he was to be that ? 

Mr. Stwonvacct. Mr. Curcio. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he came back, and you met him coming back 
from the election ; did you not ? 

Mr. Srmontaccr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you walked home together ? 

Mr. Stwonvaccr. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you know if he has taken any active participa- 
tion in the teamsters local union, local 651, since that time? 

Mr. Simontacct. I don’t know. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know? 

Mr. Suwontacct. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Talking about the fact that you were in another 
local, you were in the Cement and Concrete Workers Union? 

Mr. Stmonracct. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was back in 1950? 

Mr. Srwontacctr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You haven’t been active in the union since that time? 

Mr. Srwontaccr. Not active in any union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Not since 1950? Have you been a member of any 
union ¢ 

Mr. Srwontacct. Well, yes; I worked in another plant where there 
was a union, and I joined. 

Mr. Kennepy. What union was that? 

Mr. Srwontaccr. That was the United Mine Workers, and I believe 
it was local 50. 

Mr. Kennepy., You were never an officer of any local up to this 
time ? * 

Mr. Srwonraccr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, didn’t Mr. Curcio tell you that you were no 
longer an officer and no longer president of this local 269? 

Mr. Smontaccr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He told you after the election? 

Mr. Stmonracct. I believe it was after the election. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he say someone else is now president of local 
269 ? 

Mr. Srwrontaccr. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said, “You’re out”? 

Mr. Srmwonraccr. Not in those words. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did he say? 

Mr. Srwonracct. He said there was an election, and I wasn’t elected. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you disappointed ? 

Mr. Stmontaccr. Well, I don’t know if I was or wasn’t. 

Senator Gotpwater. I would like to ask the witness, in view of the 
fact that he mentioned local 50 of the United Mine Workers, were 
there any miners in that local? 

Mr. Strmontacct. No, sir. 

Senator Gotpwater. Were you ever a miner? 

Mr. Srwontaccr. That is, I believe, another branch of the United 
Mine Workers. They were organizing shops and factories and so on. 

It had nothing to do with miners. I was a carpenter, and now we 
bring Mr. Lewis into the picture. 

Senator Gorpwater. Did Mr. Curcio know you were coming down 
to testify ? 

Mr. Srwontacct. Yes, sir. 

Senator Gotpwater. He did? 

Mr. Stmonracct. Yes, sir; and I told him I was approached by a 
Mr. Ready, whom no one has ever heard of, supposed to be connected 
with the district attorney, and he said, “Well, tell them the truth,” 
and so I did. 

Senator Gotpwater. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Why didn’t you suggest the same thing to Mr. 
Curcio? If he advised you to tell the truth, why didn’t you suggest 
that to him ? 
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Mr. Srmonraccr. I accepted advice from elders, and I doubt if 
elders accept advice from young people. 

Senator Munpt. I would like to clear my own mind as to how you 
were advised in the first place. 

Mr. Smontaccr. Word of mouth or telephone, and I don‘t recall. 

Senator Munpr. You were surprised, of course. 

Mr. Srwontaccr. Well, yes; it came as a small shock. 

Senator Munpr. Did you offer any resistance, or did you say, 
“Goody, goody; I am glad I am president” ? 

Mr. Stwontacct. I didn’t think Mr. Curcio would do me any harm, 
and I didn’t think anything of it. 

Senator Munpr. Did he offer to do you any good if you would be- 
come the president ? 

Mr. Stmontaccr. There were no offers made, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Did he suggest that this would be something that 
would lead to something worthwhile? 

Mr. Srmontacct. He didn’t make any suggestions and we more or 
less dropped the subject. 

Senator Munpr. He said, “Will you be president?” and you said, 
“Yes,” 

Mr. Srwonracct. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. And he said, “Will you vote for Mr. O’Rourke?” 
and you said “Yes.” 

Mr. Stmonraccr. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. So you went over and voted for Mr. O’Rourke, 
and that was the sum and substance of your activities. 

Mr. Srmontacct. I didn’t say whether I voted for O’Rourke or not. 

Senator Munpr. I will ask you: Did you vote for Mr. O’Rourke? 

Mr. Srewonracci. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Now that you have voted for Mr. O’Rourke, that 
was the sum and substance of your function as president ? ) 

Mr. Stmontacct. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. And you just did this out of friendship for Mr. 
Curcio and because he had asked you, and you didn’t think he would 
get you in any trouble. 

Mr. Stmonvracct. More or less. 

Senator Munpr. What more? 

Mr. Stmontacct. Well, should I answer “Yes”? All right—yes. 

Senator Munpr. If there is any more, I would like to get the “more.” 

Mr. Srwontacctr. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. That is all there was? 

Mr. Stmonracci. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Had you known Mr. Curcio pretty well ? 

Mr. Stmontaccr. I have known him very well. 

Senator Munpr. You have known him very well? 

Mr. Srwontacctr. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Your wife was maid of honor when Joe Curcio got 
married ? 

Mr. Srmontaccr. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all for this witness. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did Joseph Curcio’s sister marry, do you know ? 

Mr. Stmontacct. Yes, Basil Koschel. 
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Senator Munpr. If you wouldn’t mind, even though Curcio is older 
than you are and you followed his advice, I wish you would give him 
the same advice that he gave you, and maybe he would follow it 
anyhow. 

You are not going to get into any trouble by answering these 
questions, and it is helpful to the committee and we appreciate it, and 
thank you very much. 

The CuatrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Basil Koschel. 

The CuarrMAn. You will be sworn, please. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Koscuet. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BASIL KOSCHEL 


Mr. Koscuet. Senator, before we get underway, may I ask a ban on 
photographs while I am testifying ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. No photographs for the present. 

Will you state your name, your sce of residence, and your business 
or occupation, please, sir? 

Mr. Koscuet. The name is Basil Koschel. I live at 1220 Sutter 
Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. I am a production-control clerk. I work 
for Hoeven Letters, Inc., 352 Fourth Avenue, New York City. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

You have elected to waive counsel; have you? 

Mr. Koscuet. Well, I haven’t signed anything, but I do understand 
that I may or may not have counsel. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. You are willing to proceed without 
counsel ? 

Mr. Koscnex. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Senator Munpr. The position that you now hold, is that what you 
would call a union position, or are you in a managerial position or do 
you belong to a union? 

Mr. Koscuet. It is difficult to say. The position is supervisory. 
However, the organization is unionized, district 65, I believe it is. 
However, the production people and the supervisory people are not 
union help. The balance of the people are. 

Senator Munpr. You are not in the union? 

Mr. Koscuet. I am not a member of 65.at all. 

Senator Munpr. I see. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH CURCIO AND GEORGE BAKER; ACCOM- 
PANIED BY THEIR COUNSEL, ARNOLD COHEN, NEW YORK CITY— 
Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Let me ask Mr. Curcio. Do you know Mr. Koschel? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have here a letter written on 
local 269 of the teamsters, to joint council 16, stating: 
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Dear Sir AND BrotHer: We are submitting the names and titles of the officers 
of our local union 269 and respectfully request the same names be seated as 
delegates to point council 16, 

Listed as vice president of local 269 is Basil Koschel. 

Did you know him at that time, Mr. Curcio? 

Mr. Curcio. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamrman. The Chair presents to witness Curcio exhibit 42 
and asks him to examine it and state if he identifies it. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

The CHarrmMan. Have you examined the document ? 

Mr. Curcro. I have examined the document. 

The CuarrMan. Will you read the signature on it? 

Mr. Curcto. I must decline to do so, Senator, on the ground that it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Your own name might incriminate you? 

Mr. Curcro. It might. 

The Cuarman. All right. 


TESTIMONY OF BASIL KOSCHEL—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Koschel, you are listed here as vice president of 
local 269. Did you know that you were vice president of local 269 of 
the teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Koscuen. Well, I was informed. I really can’t tell you the 
date. I was informed by Mr. Simontacci that my name had been put 
forth for nomination as an official of an union. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t know anything more about it than that? 

Mr. Koscuen. No; I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you think it was at that time? Did you 
think it was teamsters, or what? 

Mr. Koscuet. To understand what I thought of it at that time you 
must understand the relationship between myself and Mr. Simontacci. 
We were fairly close friends, he was always joking and I put it off as 
a joke, which I thought it actually was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever realize that you actually became vice 
president ? 

Mr. Koscuen. I did realize, sometime in the beginning of this 
vear, I believe, when we started to receive phone calls from investigat- 
Ing organizations. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were listed as vice president 

Mr. Koscuex. It became to me that it must be so. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were listed as vice president back in November 
of 1955. You didn’t realize you were vice president until about 14 
months afterward ¢ 

Mr. Koscnuen. Well, not that I didn’t realize it. I took no stock in 
what Mr. Simontacci had said. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you ever asked to vote in the election? 

Mr. Koscuet. Not that I recall. I attended no meetings. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you related to Mr. Curcio? 

Mr. Koscnet. I am his brother-in-law. 

(At this point, Senator Goldwater withdrew from the hearing 
room.) 
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Mr. Kennepy. We have some credentials for Mr. Koschel, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. The Chair presents to you a letter dated February 
2, 1956, addressed to joint council 16, signed by Joseph Curcio, secre- 
tary-treasurer of local 269. 

1 ask you to examine the document and state whether or not you 
identify it. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Koscue.. Yes; I see the document. 

The CHatrMan. Have you seen that document before? 

Mr. Koscue.. No; this is the first I have seen of this letter. 

The Cuarrman. You never knew about it 

Mr. Koscur.. Well, only by word of mouth from Mr. Simontacci. 

Of the document itself; no. 

The Cuamman. Did you know that you had been certified as 
eligible to vote in that election ? 

Mr. Koscnet. Beyond being informed by Mr. Simontacci, I have 
no other information regarding the union activities. 

The Caarrman. All he told you, I believe, was that you had been 
selected as vice president or as an officer ¢ 

Mr. Koscuer. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. But you took no part in it? 

Mr. Koscuet. No, sir; I did not. 

The Caarrmman. Did you attend that meeting of joint council 16/ 

Mr. Koscuex. No, sir, I attended no meeting. 

The CHarrman. You attended no meeting and you did not vote / 

Mr. Koscuet. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarman. And you did not know that you had been certified 
as eligible to vote? 

Mr. Koscuex. Not to my knowledge. 

The Cuarrman. That document may be made exhibit 108. 

The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 108,” for reference. 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 4872. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, under those credentials of Mr. Kos- 
chel, a vote was cast. The vote was impounded and we have found 
that that vote was cast for Mr. John O’Rourke. 

The Cuarrman. Did you cast that vote? 

Mr. Koscuet. I cast no vote. 

The Cuatrman. You did not even attend the meeting / 

Mr. Koscuet. I did not attend the meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Curcio, could you explain to the committee how 
a vote was cast under the name of Mr. Koschel ? 

Mr. Curcro. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Koschel, have you had any prior union exper- 
ience ? 

Mr. Koscuet. I was a member of district 65 at one time and I am 
currently a member of local 24910, a blueprint and photo employees 
union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever been an officer of a union ? 

Mr. Koscnet. No, sir; I have not been. 

Mr. Kennepy. This is the first time you were an officer ? 

Mr. Koscuet. Apparently so. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And you apparently came right up to vice president ? 

Mr. Koscue. Of that I have no idea. Whatever is in the records. 

Mr. Kennepy. De you know the recording secretary, Philip 
Kazansky ? 

Mr. Koscner. No. The name is foreign to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Frank Easton, the trustee ? 

Mr. Koscuen. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Frank Korsizor ? 

Mr. Koscuen. It is not familiar. 

Mr. Kennepy. Rosario Catalano? 

Mr. Koscuet. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not know that name? 

Senator Munpr. Do you know Mr. Curcio ? 

Mr. Koscuen. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Munpr. Would you tell us something about how you came 
to know him and of his background in union work ? 

Mr. Koscuer. Well, I married his sister and I came to know Mr. 
Curcio. 

Senator Munpr. There was no contact with him in union activities ? 

Mr. Koscnet. As to union activities ? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Koscuet. No, sir. 

Do you mean previous to the current goings-on or what? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. Had you served in a union with him? 

Mr. Koscuen. No, sir, havenot. Ihaven’t had any union activities 
connected with Mr. Curcio. 

Senator Munpr. That is what I meant. Your connections with 
him have been purely as a consequence of the fact that you married his 
sister ? 

Mr. Koscnet. I believe so. 

Senator Munpr. There have been no union activities with him since 
you were vice president, either ? 

Mr. Koscuen. No, sir: not at all. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much. 

You may stand aside. 


(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan and Mundt.) 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH CURCIO AND GEORGE BAKER, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY THEIR COUNSEL, ARNOLD COHEN—Resumed 


Senator Munpr. Did I understand, Mr. Curcio, that. you refused to 
acknowledge the identity of this young man that married your sister, 
because you were afraid that it might incriminate you? 

Mr. Curcro. I must. stand on my answer. 

Senator Munntr. What was your answer? 

Mr. Curcro. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. That is something less than flattering to your 
sister. 

Mr. Curcio. Senator, I am only protecting my rights by invoking 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Munpr. I understand, but you are protecting your rights 
much better than you are protecting the reputation of your sister by 
taking an attitude like that. 
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This young man has freely admitted that he knows you, that he mar- 
ried your sister. Certainly on the basis of his testimony he seems to 
be a very respectable and responsible young man, a man who answered 
questions forthrightly. Do you not really think that you owe it to 
your sister to at least say that you recognize him and know him? 

I am listening. 

Mr. Curcro. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point, Senator McNamara entered the hearing room.) 

Senator Munnpr. The fifth amendment privilege extends only to 
those instances where an honest answer might tend to incriminate you. 
So by taking that attitude, you ser iously reflect on this young man 
who has married your sister. 

Are you sure that an honest answer to that question would tend to 
incriminate you, or that you really think it might tend to incriminate 
you? Isthat what you want to tell the committee ? ie that the way 
you want the record to read in the archives of history ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Munpr. This is probably more important to you and to 
your sister than to your counsel, but you may confer with your counsel 
if you want to. I want an answer. 

Mr. Curcto. I must insist upon protecting my rights. 

Senator Munpr. You know what that implies. Do you know what 
that implies? Do you know what your rights are? 

Your rights are that if an honest answer would tend to incriminate 
you you certainly have the right under the fifth amendment to take 
recourse in it, but only under those circumstances. 

So I ask you again, do you know Mr. Koschel ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. It is a pretty sad state of affairs. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me ask you this, Mr. Curcio. Do you have an- 
other brother-in-law ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he also become an officer in one of these unions, 
teamster unions ? 

Mr. Curcto. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Martin Schlanger? 

Mr. Curcro. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kenroy. Is not Martin Schlanger a brother-in-law of yours? 

Mr. Curcio. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kpnnepy. Martin Schlanger, whom we understand is a brother- 
in-law of yours, is listed as a vice president of local 362. Would you 
tell us about that? It is in the teamsters. 

Mr. Curcro. I must respectfully decline to answer on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, could we call Mr. Martin Schlanger ? 

The Crarrman. Mr. Schlanger, come forward, please, sir. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, McNamara, 
and Mundt.) 
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The Cuamman. You will be sworn, please, sir. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARTIN SCHLANGER 


The Cnarrman. State your name, your place of residence and your 
business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Scuiancer. Martin Schlanger, 125 Stanton Street, New York 
City; foreman of a bedspread factory in New York City. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Do you waive counsel ? 

Mr. Scuiancer. Yes, I do. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Proceed, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Schlanger, do you know Mr. Joseph Curcio? 

Mr. Scutancer. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you Mr. Curcio’s brother-in-law ? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you married to Lela Curcio? 

Mr. Scutancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Do you know Mr. Koschel who just testified pre- 
ceding you? 

Mr. Scutancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am mixed up. As we understand it, Joe Curcio 
is married to Lela Schlanger. 

Is that right? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you know how you became vice president of local 
362? 

Mr. Scutancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You cannot give any explanation of that? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. As we understand it, you voted in the election of 
February 14. t 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you have been arrested a number of times, have 
you, Mr. Schlanger ? 

Mr. Scutancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were arrested for devices and for possession of 
stolen mail? 

Mr. Scutancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Within a week of the time that you voted in the 
election, were you arrested for the possession of stolen mail? 

Mr. Scutancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee what your experience 
has been that warranted your being made a vice president of a team- 
ster local ? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. KENNeDy. Mr. Chairman, here is a document showing Martin 
Schlanger as vice president, and this is a document certifying Mar- 
tin Schlanger as eligible to vote in the joint council election. The 
vote was cast with these credentials and the vote was cast for John 
O’Rourke. 

The Cuarrman. I present to the witness exhibit 65 and ask him to 
examine that document and state if he identifies it. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Scuiancer. I have examined the document. 

The Cuatrman. Do you identify it? 

Mr. Scnuancer. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. I present to you another document, dated February 
2, 1956, a letter from Abraham Brier to joint council 16 on the sta- 
tionery of local 362. I will ask you to examine that and state if you 
identify it. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Scuiancer. I have examined the document. 

The Cuatrman. Do you identify it? 

Mr. Scniancer. I refuse to answer on the grounds it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

The CuarrMan. That document may be made exhibit 109. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 109”, for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4873.) 

The CuHarrMan. Is that your name on the document? 

Mr. Scuuancer. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. What is there about it that would incriminate you ? 

Mr. Scuuancer. It might. 

The Cuatrman. Can you tell us what there is about it that might 
incriminate you ? 

Mr. Scuiancer. Again, I must refuse to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, when we first interviewed Mr. 
Schlanger, he was more cooperative, and at that time he told us that 
he had never heard of local 362 of the teamsters, that he had never 
been elected an officer nor attended any meetings of local 362, that 
he had never heard of Roosevelt Auditorium where the election was 
held and where the vote was cast in his name, and he never partici- 
pated in any union election. We learned that he had been arrested 
on February 20, 1956, by postal inspectors, and pleaded guilty and 
was sentenced to 9 months for the possession of stolen mail. He was 
arrested three times in 1955 for gambling with a device and in 1956 
for bribery. 

Would you make any comment on that, Mr. Schlanger? 
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Mr. Scuxiancer. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Is there any statement here reported by the in- 
vestigators of the committee that has been read to you, is there any- 
thing in that statement that is untrue? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer on the grounds that it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Did you discuss with Mr. Curcio your testimony 
before this committee ? 

Mr. Scuiancer. I must refuse to answer on the grounds it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman, there is an indication that our 
records show that the witness voted in the election and voted for a 
certain individual. 

O’Rourke, was that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. The vote was cast for John O’Rourke, with his 
credentials. 

Senator McNamara. Was this a recorded vote? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. It was 1 of the 42 votes that was impounded. 

Senator McNamara. Then it was not a secret ballot? 

Mr. Kennepy. It was a secret ballot, yes. These votes were 
segregated. 

Senator McNamara. How do we identify the individual with the 
vote? 

Mr. Kennepy. The way we can do it is by the fact that there were 
42, credentials and 42 votes cast with the credentials, and the 42 votes 
matched up and were cast for John O’Rourke. ‘There were 42 that 
were questioned, and the 42 votes that were cast with these credentials 
were all cast for John O’Rourke. 

Senator McNamara. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all of Mr. Schlanger. 

The CuatrMan. You may stand aside. 

Are there more questions of these witnesses? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing 
room.) 

(Members present at this point: Senators McNamara and Mundt.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the next witness in connection with 
this matter is Mr. Joseph Meglino. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Meglino, please. 

Will you raise your right hand? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

Mr. Mereturno. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH MEGLINO 


Senator McNamara. State your name, address, place of business or 
occupation. 

Mr. Meetrno. Joseph Meglino, 135 Ridge Street, New York, N. Y. 

Senator McNamara, Your business or occupation ? 
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Mr. Mrcuino. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
the question asked me may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. 

Mr. Krnnepy. There is not really any reason—we are not going 
into your whole career, Mr. Meglino. I just want to find out about 
the voting in the election as you told the investigators, and there is 
nothing that could possibly incriminate you. 

Mr. Mecuino. I reepecttully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have an attorney? 

Mr. Meerino. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is no reason for you to take the fifth amend- 
ment as far as we have any information. You can answer the ques- 
tions as the first two witnesses did. We are not going into any of the 
other of the rest of your career. 

Do you want to advise with your attorney and we will call someone 
else first ? 

Mr. Mecurno. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Meglino appeared on the original charter of 
Local 102, VAW-AFL. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Merettno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time you knew nothing about local 102, did 
you, Mr. Meglino? 

Mr. Meexrno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it not true that you told the committe that at the 
time this charter was issued you were on a traveling crap game and 
could not have been around ? 

Mr. Meciino. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Meglino, you appear as recording secretary of 
local 651 of the teamsters. Could you tell us how you became re- 
cording secretary ? 

Mr. Meecurno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you not standing outside of Joe Saud’s Bar 
and Grill one day, and either C urcio or “Baker—did you not tell our 
investigator that either Mr. Curcio or Mr. Baker came “fs and said, 

“Come on dow n, we are going to vote for John O’Rourke” 

Mr. Mercurio, I respectfully decline to answer the a on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you knew nothing about John O’Rourke at the 
time ? 

Mr. Mectino. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that you knew nothing about local 651 or the 
fact that you were recording secretary 

Mr. Meciino. I respect fully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 








‘Wrac 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4553 


Mr. Kennepy. And did you not tell us also that this was the only 
participation that you had in any union affairs, in casting a vote for 
John O’Rourke in this election ? 

Mr. Mercrino. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
erounds it may tend to incriminate me. 
~ Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, here in exhibit 62 it lists Mr. Meglino 
as recording secretary for local 651, and the letter requests that he 
be seated as a delegate. 

Here is the credential for Mr. Joseph Meglino, which states that he 
lis an executive board member. 

The Cuarrman. I present to you this document. It is dated Febru- 
ary 2, 1956, from Nathan Gordon, secretary-treasurer, local 651, ad- 
dressed to the Joint Council No. 16. I ask you to examine that docu- 
ment and state if you identify it. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Mectino. | have examined the paper. 

The CHairman. Do you recognize it? 

Mr. Mecrrno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHairmMAn, The truth is you never heard of that document be- 
fore, did you? 

Mr. Mecurno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are you under some intimidation? Are you afraid 
of some of these folks over here? 

Mr. Mrcurno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

- The CHarrman. Have you been threatened ? 

Mr. Meerino. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. What happened since the time that you talked to 
our investigators? You talked to them freely, frankly, fully, and 
honestly. Now you are afraid to talk. What happened between the 
time that you talked to our investigators and now that you are un- 
willing to talk now and were willing to talk then ¢ 

Mr. Meatino. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. It is quite obvious that something happened to 
change your mind. 

Mr. Meraurno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. How long ago was it that you were interviewed 
by our investigators ? 

Mr. Mretino. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. If this committee can relieve you of the fear or 
the threats which have been made against you, would you then be will- 
ing to talk again as you did then? 

Mr. Meettno. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

S 

Stand aside. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, McNamara, 
and Mundt.) 
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Mr. Kennepy. We have another witness, Mr. Chairman, on this 
same matter, Mr. Anthony Barbera. 

The CuarrMan. You will be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Barsera. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTHONY BARBERA 


The Cuairman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. Barzera. Anthony Barbera, 208 Stanton Street, New York 
City. I drive a truck for Rapture, Inc., in Long Island. 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you, sir. 

You have elected to waive counsel ? 

Mr. Barzsera. Yes. I don’t need no counsel, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Barbera, according to the documents we have, 
you are listed as a trustee for local 258 in the election that was held 
for the election of the president of joint council 16. Could you tell 
the committee the circumstances under which you became the trustee 
for local 258? 

Mr. Barpera. Well, some time ago, Mr. George Baker, a friend of 
mine, asked me if it is all right to use my name on the charter. He 
was going to secure a charter. So I says “O. K.” 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the end of it? 

Mr. Barpera. No. Sometime later they said something about an 
election. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where were you at the time? 

Mr. Bareera. I was in bad shape. I was drunk at the time, and I 
don’t know whether I went with them or didn’t go with them. It is 
a funny coincidence, but that is just the truth. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were outside of Joe Saud’s- 

Mr. Barpera. I was in the bar drinking and I heard them talking 
about an election and I went up some place and I don’t know whether 
I voted or not. That is the truth. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did a whole group go up to vote? 

Mr. Barrera. I can’t say how many, but there were some people. 

Mr. Krennepy. They sort of cleared out the bar and ev erybody 
went up and voted ’ 

Mr. Barpsera. No, there were still plenty of customers at the bar. 

Mr. Kennepy. What bar was this? 

Mr. Barpera. Joe Saud’s. 

Mr. Kennepy. You don’t know whether you voted or not? 

Mr. Barpera. No. I couldn’t give you a correct answer. I don’t 
want to say yes or no, as I may be lying. I want to tell you the truth. 
I remember going to ‘the place where they vote. 

Mr. Kennepy. You remember going to the place? 

Mr. Barsera. We went somewhere, on 14th Sireet somewhere. I 
don’t know exactly. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you vote for? 
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Mr. Barsera. I don’t know if I voted, so I don’t know who I voted 
for. 

The CxHairman. The document that was presented to Joseph 
Meglino will be made exhibit No. 110. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 110,” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4874.) 

The Cuamman. I hand you exhibit No. 15, and ask you to examine 
it and state whether you are familiar with this document, please, 
sir. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Barsera. Well, the first time I saw this document was when 
Mr. Tierney, from the subcommittee, showed it to me and I told him 
that is the time, probably, I was asked to be a charter member, and 
that must be it. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are not a charter member. That makes you 
an officer. 

Mr. Barpera. Well, I didn’t know that. 

The Cuarrman. Now I present to you a letter dated February 2, 
signed by Harry Davidoff, secretary-treasurer of local 258, and ask 
you to examine it and state whether you know anything about it. 

(Document handed to witness, ) 

Mr. Barsera. I have no knowledge about this document, gentleman. 

The CuarrmMan. That may be made exhibit No. 111. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 111,” for refer- 
ence, and will be found in the appendix on p. 4875.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That last document, Mr. Chairman, is the creden- 
tial of Mr. Barbera. A vote was cast based on these credentials and 
the vote was impounded, and it was found to be cast for Mr. John 
O’Rourke. 

Do you know John O’Rourke? 

Mr. Barsera. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know what kind of an election you were 
going to 

Mr. Barsera. No, I didn’t have no knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you think it might have been a political elec- 
tion? Did you know it was a union election ? 

Mr. Barpera. No, it wasn’t political, I knew it was pertaining to 
a union. That is, some officer. That. is all 1 remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know what kind of a union? 

Mr. Barpera. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You didn’t know it was teamsters ? 

Mr. Barsera. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Did you ever do anything else in your capacity as 
trustee aside from leaving the bar that day to go up and vote? 

Mr. Barpera. I don’t get what you want to ask me, sir. 

Senatotr Munpr. Did you ever do anything else as trustee, fulfill 
any other functions or assume any other responsibility ? 

Mr. Barpera. No, sir. I never heard from it no more and don’t 
know what happened. 

Senator Munpr. Your career as trustee was limited to leaving 
Saud’s bar and going with a bunch of fellows and you do not know 
what happened ¢ 

Mr. Barsera. No, sir, I don’t know what happened. 

Senator Munpr. Who went with you? 
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Mr. Barpera. I don’t know. A few people went up. Mr. Baker, 
I don’t think, even was with me. 

Senator Munpr. He was not with you? 

Mr. Barpera. No. A few people went up. I was embarrassed, 
that it all, I can’t remember that particular instance. I don’t know 
who was with me, and I don’t know if I was with anybody at all. 

Senator Munpr. You cannot remember who suggested you go to 
vote ¢ 

Mr. Barpera. No,sir. I just heard people talking about voting and 
I went somewheres and that is all I remember. 

Senator Munpr. Going back now to a happier day when you were 
cold sober and Mr. Baker, your friend, said “Do you mind being a 
trustee of a union’ 

Mr. Barsera. No, he never approached me as being a trustee. He 
said, “I want to use your name as a charter member” and that is all. 
I didn't know what capacity or what. I said it was O. K. I know 
him as a reputable union official for years, and I couldn’t see any 
harm in it, so I gave him permission. 

Senator Munpr. He did not tell you why he wanted to use your 
name and you did not ask him? 

Mr. Barpsera. No, I didn’t ask him. I knew he wouldn’t do any- 
thing to hurt me. 

Senator Munpr. Did you belong to his union / 

Mr. Barsera. I didn’t know the union, he said the charter-—— 

Senator Munpr. You said you knew him in the union. 

Mr. Barsera. No, I knew him in the neighborhood. When I came 
out of the Navy, that is when I knew hin. 

Senator Munpr. You knew he was in a union. 

Mr. Barpera. Well, I knew he had the job, I didn’t know what kind. 
He was a union official of some kind. 

Senator Munpr. You are a union member as a truckdriver; are 
you not? 

Mr. Barsera. Well, it is not a truckdriver. I am a union member 
of the shop where I am now. I am the only one that drives a truck. 
The whole shop has a truck and I am a member. 

Senator Munpr. Which union is that ? 

Mr. Bareera. Local 362 of the teamsters. 

Senator Munpr. Of the teamsters? 

Mr. Barpera. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrMANn. Is there anything further ? 

You may stand aside. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Barpera. Thank you. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, McNamara, 
and Mundt.) 





TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH CURCIO AND GEORGE BAKER, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY THEIR COUNSEL, ARNOLD COHEN—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Curcio, could you give the committee any ex- 
planation as to how this was handled, the election? 

Mr. Curcio. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have your certification, a certification for Joseph 
Curcio to vote in the election, also. 
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The CHairman. I present to you a document dated February 2, 


1956, signed by Joseph Curcio, addressed to joint council No. 16, and 


it is on Toe ral 269 stationery. 

I ask you to examine the documents and state if you recognize it. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Curcio. I have examined the document. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you recognize it? 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline to answer on the grounds that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Whose signature is on it? 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline to answer on the ground it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Who certified you as entitled to vote in that elec- 
tion ? 

Mr. Curcto. I must decline to answer on the grounds that it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. That may be made exhibit 112, that document. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 112” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4876.) 

Mr. Kennepy. These teamster paper locals were all set up in order 
to influence the election, to decide the election in favor of John 
O’Rourke in New York; were they not ? 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline to answer on the grounds it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you discussed that with Johnny Dio, did you? 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline to answer on the grounds it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And John McNamara? 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline to answer on the grounds it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you know that Mr. Hoffa was behind all 
of this? 

Mr. Curcio. I must decline to answer on the grounds it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Baker, Mr. Barbera has said—I am not sure 
whether he said he knew you in the Navy or knew you when you came 
out of the Navy. Were you in the Navy? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, I think we should insist on an 
answer to that question. This is one that can place him directly in 
contempt of Congress because there is nothing incriminating about 
being in the Navy. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Munpr. This is just not a traveling road show we are 
running or vaudeville. There are certain times when you can use 
the fifth amendment and other times when you can obviously not 
use the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Conen. Would Senator Mundt ask the question again? 

Senator Mu pi Were you in the Navy? 

Mr. Baker. Yes, Mr. Senator, I enlisted. 
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Senator Munpr. And did you receive an honorable discharge from 
the Navy? 

Mr. Baxer. An honorable medical discharge. 

Senator Munpr. What year? 

Mr. Baxer. Somewhere between 1944—I don’t know. Somewhere 
around that year. 

Senator Munpr. Approximately 1944? 

Mr. Baker. Approximately. 

Senator Munpr. At that time you went back into union activities; 
did you? 

Mr. Baxer. I must decline to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you wounded in the war? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Baker. I was not wounded, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. We put in your criminal record. Is there anything 
about your Navy record that you want to put in, also? 

Mr. Baker. Nothing, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any other questions? 

The witnesses may stand aside. Call the next one. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. C eae 

The Cuatrman. For this morning? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the hearing in the above-entitled 
matter was recessed to reconvene at 2 p. m., of the same day.) 

(Members present at the taking of the recess: Senators McClellan, 
McNamara, and Mundt.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CHatrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
afternoon session were: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis.) 

The CuatrmMan. Some few days ago, on August 3, I received a 
telegram from Mr. Marshall M. Miller, of 1790 Broadway, New York 
City, who addressed me as chairman of the committee and said that 
he was shocked at certain testimony that had been given before the 
committee and demanded: 

That your committee afford me the opportunity to refute these charges and 
clear my name and permit me to give testimony about the true facts and in- 


formation which will aid the committee in its problem to eliminate racketeering 
and slave labor. 


I understand Mr. Miller is here today. Is he present? Is Mr. 
Marshall Miller here? 

Will you come around, please? 

The Chair makes this observation: We are giving Mr. Miller the 
opportunity to testify. It will be out of order of the general trend 
of the investigation now underway. But this was as early as we 
could accommodate him very well. 


So if Mr. Miller wishes to testify at this time, we will grant him 
that opportunity. 


Mr. Miller, do you wish to testify ? 
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APPEARANCE OF MARSHALL M. MILLER, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, JACOB P. LEFKOWITZ 


Mr. Lerxowrrz. Mr. Chairman, I am counsel to Mr. Miller. 

The Cuarrman. Will you identify yourself, please, sir? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. My name is Jacob P. Lefkowitz, of 150 Broadway, 
New York City. 

On behalf of Mr. Miller I want to thank the committee for this 
opportunity extended to him pursuant to the telegram which he sent 
to you and which you have read at this time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. I didn’t read all of it. I just referred to it. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. And to which you had made reference Monday 
directly after receipt of the telegram. 

As a member of the bar, I w ish to certainly express my gratitude 
because it is in the best traditions of American justice. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I wish to apprise you of this fact, that 
after the testimony before this committee on August 2 last, on Au- 
gust 3 Mr. Miller, who was the consultant to the Joint Legislative 
Committee of the State of New York, on labor and industry, was 
summarily fired. In his indignation at that time he immediately sent 
a telegram to your committee and requested and demanded that he be 
heard, and made the same request to the joint legislative committee. 

But Mr. Chairman, after these days of calm and a certain amount 
of serene quiet, Mr. Miller has received a letter from the chairman 
of the committee which expressed the possibility of beg heard at a 
subsequent date before that committee. At this time, Mr. Miller re- 
spectfully asks to withdraw his request of being heard before this 
committee. He is doing that with the understanding and it is his 
intention to present and have aired any and all of these charges be- 
fore the joint legislative committee of the State of New York. 

The Cuamman. He does expect to testify before the Joint Legis- 
lative Committee of the State of New York? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. That is correct. 

The Cratrman. He wishes now, as I understand you, to withdraw 
his request to be heard by this committee ? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatmman. The telegram demanded, and he withdraws the 
“demand” too ? 

Mr. LerKowirz. That is right, we withdraw the demand as well as 
the request. In the interest of Mr. Miller’s career, in which he is 
engaged, and these charges, and after all he lost his job, and he is 
seeking to have the possibility of continuance, and that would be 
the more proper place to have such a hearing. 

The Cramman. Let us understand this. The request addresses 
itself to the committee and I will submit it to the committee. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. It is an unqualified request, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That would mean that possibly other testimony 
will be heard and I don’t know whether you think you would want 
to renew the request again or not. But when we accommodate some- 
one, we hope they have their mind made up as to what they wish 
to do. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. I appreciate every word you are saying. In the 
same vein I submit to you the chronological order of these events and 
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I respectfully ask that you permit the withdrawal of the demand 
heretofore made. 

The Cuatrman. What does the committee think ? 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, I know something about the situa- 
tion there in New York State to which the counsel has referred. In 
the first place, there is no such committee as the counsel specified. I 
wish you would name it correctly. 

Mr. LerKxowirz. I will be happy to, Senator. I have here a letter, 
oe Ives, which bears the caption, “State of New York, Joint 

Legislative Committee on Industrial and Labor Conditions.” 

ciation Ives. That is quite a different title from the one you used. 

Mr. Lerxowirz. I am sorry, sir, this is the committee I have ref- 
erence to. 

Senator Ives. There is that committee, and that I am acquainted 
with it. I would suggest as far as I am concerned, that this is a 
legislative matter primarily dealing with the State of New York. 

‘T would suggest to the distinguished chairman of this committee 
that if Mr. Miller is excused, and I have some very pertinent ques- 
tions I would like to ask Miller that might be very embarrassing to 
him if I did, he be excused with the understanding that he is not 
to be allowed to come back here for any purpose again unless we 
call him. 

The Cuamrman. The Chair has conferred with counsel and it is my 
purpose to subpena Mr. Miller to return at such time as we may need 
him. I am advised that his testimony may become important to 
this committee, whether it is voluntarily given or whether his pres- 
ence is required by a subpena, so the Chair has ordered the subpena 
prepared. 

We will make the subpena returnable forthwith and then I will 
place the witness under recognizance to appear at a later date. 

The Chair is advised—and this makes it a little more complicated— 
that Mr. Miller submitted under the rules of the Senate, a prepared 
statement which he intended to read and which was in conformity 
with the rules of the Senate. 

On the strength of that, counsel advises we have subpenaed some 
witnesses here from New York for the purpose of following up on 
this testimony. How many witnesses have we? 

Mr. Kennepy. Since Mr. Miller sent the telegram about a week 
ago, we have conferred with Mr. Miller and we “have gone through 
his books and records and we have had a number of investigators 
consulting with him and some of his clients and we have had these 
2 or 3 investigators working for a period of a week. 

We have about 4 or 5 affidavits and we have 3 or 4 witnesses who 
are prepared to testify in connection with the statements that Mr. 
Miller is going to, or was going to, make before the committee under 
oath. I have advised the attorney that the testimony that these 
witnesses will give and the affidavits are somewhat contradictory to 
the statements that Mr. Miller was prepared to make under oath be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Miller has 
voluntarily cooperated and submitted any and all records requested 
of him by your duly designated inv estigators and, furthermore, that 
I am not at all prepared, and neither is Mr. Miller, to know what 
any of these witnesses may have. As you have outlined, Mr. Ken- 
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nedy, in view of all of these circumstances, that is why I am making 
this request. 

Mr, Kennepy. I would like to say that the attorney for Mr. Miller 
has been most cooperative, and we have had a conversation about this 
before. But we have done this work in the period of the past week, 
and we do have this information that, perhaps, does refiect adversely 
on Mr. Miller. In fact, without any question, it reflects adversely, 
as I have advised you. They are in connection, I might say, both 
with his duties or his work as an attorney and also in connection 
with his duties as an investigator to the legislative committee in New 
York. 

The Cyaan. Well, the Chair is going to let the witness stand 

aside for the present. In the meantime, we will proceed with what- 
ever we have. You come down here to testify voluntarily, and, if 
you do not want to testify voluntarily, of course, that is your privi- 
lege. Iam going to grant the request to withdraw the demand and 
request to be heard, but I want to place the witness under subpena 
and under recognizance to reappear and give your testimony at such 
time as this committee may desire it. If you will agree to do that 
without being resubpenaed, upon reasonable request of time and notice 
to him or to his counsel, I am going to let him stand aside. Otherwise, 
we will proceed to swear him and take his testimony. 

Is that satisfactory, Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. It is all right with me. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Mr. Chairman, I have heard your statement and 
on behalf of Mr. Miller, my client, he certainly, of course, accedes and 
consents to the request you make, and will stand re: ady to comply with 
your request. 

The Cuaimman. Just a moment. Mrs. Watt, deliver that subpena 
to the witness, please, here in the presence of the committee. 

(The document was handed to Mr. Miller by the chief clerk.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Miller, you will be placed under recog- 
nizance to reappear at such time as the committee may desire to hear 
you, and that will be upon reasonable notice of the time, and without 
further subpena; do you agree? 

Mr. Miter. I do, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You may stand aside. 

Mr. Lerxowirz. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kennepvy. Now, we hi ave this information, based on what Mr. 
Miller was going to say, and it is just a question of what you want to do 
with it. 

The Cuatrman. I have not read what he was going to say, and I 
cannot pass snap judgment on it. We will have to wait a few minutes, 
at least. Let us proceed with the other testimony. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you want to have the witnesses and the informa- 
tion we have on Miller presented to the committee, including the affi- 
davits and the witnesses regarding Mr. Miller’s activities in New 
York? 

The Crarrman. The Chair is ready to proceed. Call the witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to say, first, Mr. Chairman, we have two 
affidavits. Mr. Miller gave a little of his background, in which he 
stated how he moved from one union to another. We have some affi- 
davits here that tell a little bit of his career. I will get those. 
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The Cuamman. Now, the Chair feels that Mr. Miller has put this 
committee and the Government to some trouble and expense. I am 
going to permit the affidavits to be read, and it will give him further 
notice of information the committee has. 

I am going to permit them to be read. Do you have witnesses here 
to call? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes, Mr. Chairman; we are just trying to get organ- 
ized here. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Could we have 3 minutes of recess, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHatrMan. We will take a 3-minute recess. 

( Recess. ) 

The Cuatrman. We will proceed. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point: Senators 
McClellan, Ives, Kennedy, and Curtis. ) 

The CyHatrman. The Chair is now advised that Mr. Miller has 
changed his mind, and he is willing to testify. 

Come around, Mr. Miller. 

Let us have order, please. 

Mr. Miller, will you be sworn, please? Do you solemnly swear that 
the evidence you shall give before this Senate select committee shall be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Miuurr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARSHALL M. MILLER, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, JACOB P. LEFKOWITZ 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Miller, you submitted a statement, under the 
rules of the committee, which you said, I believe, you would like to 
read. 

Mr. Mitier. That is right, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. All right. You may identify yourself for the 
record. 

Mr. Mitier. My name is Marshall M. Miller. I reside in the com- 
munity of Lawrence, N. Y. I have a labor relations consultant firm 
located at 1790 Broadway, New York City. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record ? 

Senator Ives. May I ask a question there? 

The CHarrman. Let me get the name of the counsel. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Jacob P. Lefkowitz, 150 Broadway, New York 
City. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Miller, I have befor me a letterhead dated Feb- 
ruary 15, 1950, which reads, “Morris Miller, labor-relations consultant, 
401 Broadway, New York 13, N. Y.” Is that any relative of yours? 

Mr. Mitier. Senator, I was born in the Borough of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
on March 9, 1912, under the name of Morris Miller. The name was 
changed officially in the courts of the city of New York about a couple 
of years ago, under the name of Marshall M. Miller. 

Senator Ives. Will you be so kind as to tell me why you had it 
changed “Morris” is a perfectly good name. 


s 


Mr. Mier. Senator Ives, I felt that “Marshall M. Miller” was a 
very good name, also. 
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Senator Ives. I am not denying that, but I am just curious. What 
is the middle initial for ? 

Mr. Mittrr. It isn’t so much the initial, but I like the name “Mar- 
shall” in preference to “Morris.” 

Senator Ives. You know, Il am named “Irving,” and there are names 
I can think of that I might like to have. I would like to know what 
your real reason was for c ch: anging your name. 

Mr. Mittrr. I might say that that is the only reason, Senator. I 
have used the name “Marshall” at times going back to 1949 or 1948, 
when I was a director of organization for the American Federation 
of Labor; that is, one of its ‘affiliates. I had used the name, depend- 
ing on the climatic conditions as to what part of the country I was 
in. 

Senator Ives. You mean “Morris” didn’t fit some parts of the coun- 
try very well? 

Mr. Mitier. That is true, sir. 

Senator Ives. Now tell me honestly, what parts of the country don’t 
like “Morris”? 

Mr. Miter. I might say some of the southern parts that I have 
visited. 

Senator Ives. What parts? 

Mr. Mitier. Some of the southern parts of the country that I have 
visited. 

Senator Ives. Southern parts? 

Mr. Mitier. That is right, sir. 

Senator Ives. I never knew that the southern part of the United 
States objected to the name “Morris.” 

Mr. Miiier. Well, they even objected to organizers, and I recall 
a beating 

Senator Ives. That has nothing to do with the name. I am talking 
about the name of a person. “Morris” is a perfectly good name. 

Mr. Miter. I agree with you. 

Senator Ives. Well I am trying to find out why you changed it. 
You say you like “Marshall” better ? 

Mr. Mitier. I answered that, Senator. 

Senator Ives. I know, but you didn’ t answer it to suit me. 

Go ahead. I don’t want to interrupt any further, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let us let the witness proceed. If you 
would like to read your statement, Mr. Miller, you may do so. 

Mr. Mittrr. This statement is made under oath, pursuant to rule 12 
of the rules of procedure of the Select Committee on Improper Ac- 
tivities in the Labor or Management Field. 

As soon as I learned of testimony before this committee by a witness 
named John MeNiff on Friday, ‘August 2, 1957, I immediately re- 
quested that this honorable committee afford me the opportunity of 
appearing before it and answering under oath what I consider to be 
one-sided and false statements about my name, character, and repu- 
tation. I have voluntarily submitted myself and my records and tax 
returns since 1949 to the investigators of this committee and have co- 
operated with their investigation fully. 

I wish to take this opportunity of expressing my very sincere grati- 
tude to this committee for this opportunity which is in the true tradi- 
tion of American justice. 
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I am 45 years of age, married, and reside with my wife and three 
children in Lawrence, N. Y. I maintain offices at 1790 Broadway, 
New York City, wherein I am engaged in the practice of labor rela- 
tions consultant. I have been thus engaged for the past 7 years. 

I am fortunate enough to have many companies who retain my 
services as a labor adviser and I enjoy the respect of many honest and 
truly representative labor officials. I do my utmost to carry forth my 
duties in behalf of the companies I represent to negotiate terms and 
conditions in behalf of the employers that I represent most suitable 
to them and, at the same time, consonant with proper and legitimate 
union demands and generally reach agreements that are predicated on 
ability to pay on the part of the employer and the demands that 
labor’s representatives are able to extract from management. 

Prior to 1950 and for about 9 years I was employed as a rep- 
resentative of labor unions and have ‘held various and sundry positions 
in different labor unions throughout the United States. To the best 
of my knowledge I can certify that when I represented the side of 
labor I exhausted every legal means with propriety and diligence in 
the campaign in which I was engaged in behalf of labor and, to 
attest to the truth of this statement, I can submit the following record 
which I believe speaks for itself: 

My first position with labor was that of national representative of 
the Industrial Union of Marine and Ship Building Workers, CIO, in 
or about 1941. I thereafter was elevated to the position of adminis- 
trator working directly under the then secretary-treasurer of the 
union, Philip Van Gelder. 

Thereafter I was hired as the regional director for the United 
Furniture Workers, C1O, by Morris Muster, its president, assigned to 
the Michigan area. During this period I was elected as the president 
of the Kent County, Mich., Industrial Council, and also Gomniis a 
labor panel member of the War Labor Board working out of the 
Detroit area. 

Thereafter I denounced the Communist infiltration of the union 
and resigned my position as president of the council and as regional 
director of the Furniture Workers Union, CIO, and went to work for 
the upholsterers union as a regional director. 

Also in 1946 I was the Democratic candidate for State senator of 
Michigan, under the slogan, “The only candidate openly fighting the 
Communists.” 

I was elevated to assistant director of organization, and on or about 
January 1948 I was elevated to international director of organization 
for said union. In this capacity I continued until December 1949. 

When I resigned in 1946 I had no reluctance in leaving because at 
that time communism was rife in the union. As a result of my 
constant and forceful opposition to communism throughout my life, 
I suffered physical harm and, at one time, my automobile was wired 
with a bomb. 

In the latter part of 1949 the union with which I was connected was 
not permeated with communism, but this time this union was con- 
trolled and dominated with a stronger dictatorship than prevails in 
Russia. When I fired several men who were supposed to be organizers 
but were, in fact, underworld characters, I was threatened and told I 
could not fire them. "When I persisted, I was framed and fired. 





at 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4565 


By that time I had enough of all union activity. My wife had just 
come out of a tubercular sanitarium and I decided to engage in what 
I thought to be a more peaceful pursuit in the field where I could utilize 
the best of my talents, experience, and knowledge to the best advantage 
and for the most good. I commenced the practice of labor-relations 
consultant. 

I had hardly opened my office when I was visited by the resident 
counsel of the upholsterers union, who tried in every which way to 
exact a promise from me that I would not represent any employers 
under contract to the said union. 

When I refused, he said, “You know the chief with his connections 
and power. You may be sorry.” My reply was, “My door will be 
open as a businessman to any employer.” 

The Cuarrman. Would you tell us who “the chief” was? 

Mr. Miter. The chief was Sol B. Hoffman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Mituer. In 1954, I had the good fortune to be named consultant 
to the New York State Joint Legislative Committee on Industry and 
Labor. I have served this position with dignity and honor, and have 
betrayed no trust at any time. 

Senator Ives. I would like to interrupt him there, Mr. Chairman. 
You evidently did not have very much to do with this committee or you 
would know its title. That is not the New York State Joint Legisla- 
tive Committee on Industry and Labor. It is the New York State 
Joint Legislative Committee on Industrial and Labor Conditions. 

Mr. Miter. I just shortened the terminology. 

Senator Ives. You don’t do that when you are talking about the title 
of a committee. 

Mr. Miter. I am sorry. 

The Cuarmman. Let us proceed. 

Mr. Miiier. I was fired on August 3, 1957, as a result of the testi- 
mony given before this honorable committee on August 2, 1957, by 
Mr. MeNiff. I 

I deny the accusations made against me. The Textile Trades Asso- 
ciation, Inc., of which I am executive director, has been made a subject 
of criticism. This association has a membership of about 25 or 26 out 
of approximately 100 shops under contract with Local 229, United 
Textile Workers of America, who are engaged in more or less the 
similar industry. Nothing contained in the mast agreement, bylaws, 
or certificate of incorporation is in anywise prejudicial or detrimental 
to our citizens of Puerto Rican origin or any other origin. And the 
purpose of this association is to maintain freedom from unjust exac- 
tions, regular conditions of employment, and maintain industrial 
peace. 

As a representative of management, I try to do the best job possible 
within the confines of propriety, law, good taste, and judgment, to 
secure for my employer the best possible terms in any contract that 

I am called upon to negotiate. And by the same token, the union, I 
have found, tries to exact the most that the employer stands ready to 
yield to in its demands in behalf of the employees that it represents. 

On page 439 of the official stenographic minutes of the proceedings 
before this committee, on August 2, 1957, Mr. MeNiff said: 

Miller has appeared to represent the Keystone Garter Co. recently. This 
company— 
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and I am quoting, by the way— 


employed 60 Puerto Rican workers, and for the past 4 years has paid the dues 
of all the employees to local 138 of the distillery workers union. What the 
garter shop was doing with the distillery workers union, I don’t know. 

The true facts are that I have never represented the Keystone Garter 
Co. in any contract negotiations or decertification proceedings except 
in one singular proceeding, and that was a mediation proceeding before 
the New York State Mediaton Board after a union had taken the 
workers of this shop out on strike, and I am refering to the 60 Puerto 
Rican workers who were working for the Keystone Garter Co. and the 
union which took them out on strike was Local 485 of the Industrial 
Union of Electrical Workers, CIO. 

And Mr. MecNiff did not say, “What did the electrical workers have 
to do with a garter shop?” And I daresay he did not say that, because 
it was the ACTU, which he represents, which led these 60 Puerto 
Rican garter workers from Local 138 of the Distillery Workers Union 
to Local 485 of the Electrical Workers Union. 

In practically all the contracts of employers whom I have repre- 
sented, or represent, the workers have received welfare funds, holi- 
days, vacations, and all other benefits that are generally found in good 
labor contracts. 

At page 433 of the stenographic record of the proceedings before this 
committee, on August 2, 1957, much is made about a worker from 
the Macon Umbrella Corp. who rose and stated that he had been in 
the union since 1952 and was earning only $42 weekly and, by in- 
nuendo, that I was responsible one way or another for that lowly 
salary that this worker was receiving. 

Well, at the outset, let me set the record straight : I never represented 
the Macon Umbrella Corp. in any negotiations of contract except in 
union-decertification proceedings, which was much later to the execu- 
tion of the contract. I might further state that the charge which was 
filed against the company that the worker referred to was dismissed 
for attempting to lead the workers to decertify the union, and that 
he was unjustly fired for his activity. This complaint was thoroughly 
investigated and dismissed by the National Labor Relations Board. 
And the petition which was filed in the proceedings for decertification 
was not granted, in that only 15 workers voted to decertify, and those 
did not comprise a majority. 

I wish to state at this time that, I for one, have never set myself 
up as a champion of any particular class or creed of our citizenry. I 
have always believed, and believe now, in equal opportunity for all at 
all times. 

Mr. McNiff makes it appear, by his testimony, that members of 
unions are kept from meetings or are not informed of the need to 
participate in meetings or are deprived of their right to be present 
at meetings. The truth of the matter is that many union members 
do not take the trouble to learn the need of attending union meetings 
and participating with their fellow workers in the best interests for 
themselves. 

Victor Riessel wrote a whole column recently on the failure of union 
members to attend meetings and participating in union activities. 

At page 438 of the official stenographic minutes of August 2, 1957, 
of this committee, the charge is made by Mr. McNiff: 
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He was fired by the union for making collusive deals with employers in 1949. 
Immediately, he went into business as a management consultant. Approached 
and was hired by many of the employers with whom he had made deals in the 
past. 

This is wholly untrue. 

The truth is that I did not represent in any manner, shape, or form, 
directly, indirectly, or otherwise, any employer who had any dealings 
whatsoever with the Upholsters International Union. It wasn’t until 
about 5 years after engaging in my present business of labor-relations 
consultant that I obtained my first client, who had contract relations 
with the Upholsterers International Union. And, to this very day, 
I have had a total of one client who has relations with such union. 

In any event, I don’t represent unions; I don’t receive any com- 
pensation from any union, directly or otherwise. My interests and 
my income is derived solely from employers. In my work as a labor 
consultant, I represent an employer with whatever union he may have 
have dealings. 

I know many labor officials. With those that I know and, in par- 
ticular, the ones mentioned by Mr. McNiff in his testimony before the 
committee, there has never been any collusion between myself and 
them and I have never received any compensation from them nor 
have I, in return, given them any compensation, directly or indirectly. 
I have never had any dealings with Dio or any of the paper locals 
stemming from him or through him, to the best of my knowledge. 

L must, however, for the record, state that consonant with existing 
social and business practices, | have from time to time, been called 
upon for advertisements in souvenir journals at union affairs, none 
of which, I believe, have exceeded $100, and have been invited on 
occasion to union dinners for which I had to purchase tickets and at 
other times have been the invited guest to the celebration of some 
family function of some labor official or clients, at which time I would 
give an appropriate gift. I also have, on 1 or 2 instances, spent a 
holiday weekend with labor officials at a resort hotel at my expense. 

Also, on 1 or 2 oceasions I was called by a labor organization for the 
purpose of endeavoring to mediate a Jong drawn out and stalemated 
labor strike and was paid the expense for travel to and from the loca- 
tion where the strike was taking place, plus my day’s expense. 

Further, insofar as the aspersion of any possible collusion between 
myself and Mr. Katz of Local 229, United Textile Workers of America, 
I have no continuing retainer with any employers who have contracts 
with Mr. Katz’ union, Local 229, United Textile Workers of America, 
and that the fees that I have charged for representation was not on a 
retainer basis, but on a one matter representation at a low fee. 

There is only one company with which I have had a retainer for 
about 4 years at $100 a month. I was hired by the company after an 
interview by its attorney, and that is the only and singular client on 
a retainer basis with Katz’ union, local 229. 

My new position as executive director of United Textile Trade 
Association, Ine., which has contract relations with local 229, com- 
menced in January 1957, and consists of a membership, 26 in number, 
at a retainer with the association predicated at $100 a year per member 
which includes, however, secretarial, mailing, and office facilities to 
be furnished at my expense. 
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By the same token I have other clients on regular retainer basis for 
many years whose fees run from $60 a month to over $500 per month 
with other unions. 

In the New York Journal-American of August 7, 1957, Mr. McNiff 
is quoted as saying: 

We try to get 30 percent of the workers to sign a petition to stop paying union 
_ Once that’s done, we can start working to get a legitimate union into the 

Mr. McNiff, to my knowledge, has been using Local 485, IUE, to 
so-call liberate the workers. Apparently he is unaware that three 
of the union officers of this local were cited by the Senate Internal 
Security Committee as being Communists as recently as several days 
ago. 

From the overall picture of his testimony before the committee, it 
is made to appear that I have in some way been instrumental in creat- 
ing or maintaining a condition whereby dishonest labor officials can 
create labor strife at the cost and expense of the poor worker and/or 
employer. 

The facts are these: In the State of New York the law provides no 
means for enjoining or preventing organizational picketing, commonly 
known as educational picketing, as long as it is conducted in a peaceful 
manner. 

This is a condition that has existed, is existing, and will continue to 
exist until such time as the law is amended. It is a maxim that almost 
any employer would much rather his shop be without a union than 
with a union. 

The law, being such as it is, any union, good or evil, honest or dis- 
honest, can come along even before the employer has commenced opera- 
tions and demand a contract with his union and if his demands are 
not met he can throw a picket line around the employer’s. premises. 

In most instances the mere threat of a picket line is fatal to the con- 
tinuance of a business. This is sufficient to have the employer capitu- 
late to the union’s request for a contract. 

Some unions do not even afford the opportunity to negotiate and 
they present outrageous demands and an employer would rather close 
his business if he had to sign with them. And it must be noted that 
when said union make such demands in almost all instances they do not 
have any representation whatsoever of the employees of the sho 

Yet, the employer is utterly helpless except for proceedings before 
the labor boards which cannot enjoin the threatened trouble. The 
employer faces almost certain extinction unless he signs. 

Faced with such a dilemma, the employer is compelled to seek out 
some union who will give him a greater consideration in its demands 
end sign with them. The niceties, the legalities are brushed aside 
by such employer and by such union and that applies to all unions, 
good or bad, because in this dilema the employer has no choice or 
remedy at law. 

Since the law provides no means of recourse against such acts he 
is compelled to seek refuge. 

On this cesspool of economic strife, the honest labor union moves 
forward with ever greater strength because it is so much easier for 
them to sign up new and greater members of shops via this very 
convenient but paradoxical painful method to the employer of educa- 
tion and/or organizational picketing. 
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And this same route provides the widest avenue and the most 
wonderful approach for the dishonest, unethical and criminal ele- 
ment in the labor movement to rush in and fill this vacuum of law by 

roviding succor and obvious assistance to the employer who is help- 
ess in the light of absence of law. 

On this same subject, the law provides no relief to an employer 
who suddenly finds himself with demands from a wholly foreign or 
strange union who makes demands upon him when actually such 
union has no representation whatsoever amongst the employees. 

Actually, there is no dispute of any nature or kind possible between 
such employer and such union, but, nevertheless, on the morning 
thereafter, lo and behold, pickets appear with signs reading, “This 
shop unfair to organized labor,” and even though such union knows 
that the legend carried on the sign is false, that the demands made 
upon the employer are groundless and that they, the union, represent 
no one or perhaps a small minority in the shop of such employer, 
they are nevertheless certain about the law. 

The law provides no means of enjoining such strife. And these 
same labor officials know that if the employer shall retain a lawyer 
or a labor-relations consultant to take steps before the Labor Rela- 
tions Board, these cases will linger on the calendar of the labor boards 
indefinitely and, at the same time, sufficient time is gained for them 
to slowly but surely throttle the employer and force him to his knees. 

As consultant to the New York State Joint Legislative Committee 
on Industrial and Labor Conditions, I have time and again cham- 
pioned and urged the amendment of the civil practice act of the State 
of New York to eliminate thereby, this evil practice of educational 
and organizational picketing, the very vehicle which is used so success- 
fully by any and all unions to the detriment of management and law 
and the general welfare of the community. 

The organization of commerce and industry has appeared before 
the committee and urged the same thing. As recent as July 16-17, 
1957, at a conference of the committee held in Lake Placid, N. Y., No. 
5 of the agenda before the committee had: 

Proposed amendments to the civil practice act in relation to the definition of 
a labor dispute. 

At this conference I again urged the change of the law to eliminate 
this evil practice which fosters evil and upon which the criminal ele- 
ment in the labor unions thrive and grow fat. 

Eliminate this type of labor strife, namely, the fiction or “Unfair 
to organized labor” picketing, organizational and/or educational 
picketing and you can with one stroke eliminate the avenue through 
which the criminal elements in labor march within the full light of 
the law and to the utter detriment of the good and welfare of society. 

Time and again I have urged the removal of unions from the in- 
surance business. I firmly believe in welfare benefit plans for all 
workers. And I further believe that the employer shall pay for 
same. 

His payments, however, should be made directly to the insurance 
companies and not to the unions. In so doing, every dollar the em- 
yloyer contributes would buy one dollar’s worth of the maximum 
Somalis available. When the union buys it, the union retains the 
dividends and only 40 to 70 cents of the dollar is spent to buy these 
benefits for the workers. 
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The balance remains in the union treasuries, thus amassing mil- 
lions of dollars, creating fat union bank accounts but not fat welfare 
benefits for the workers which the employer is paying for. 

In all my years as a labor-relations consultant to “management, I 
have always tried to secure the maximum in wages and working con- 
ditions for the employees of my clients within the employer’s ability 
to pay for the maintenance of maximum production and industrial 
peace. 

The Cuarrman. All right, sir, is there anything you wish to add to 
it? 

Mr. Miter. I have nothing to add, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Counsel, do you have any questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Just a couple of questions on the United Textile 
Trade Association. You represent them, do you? 

Mr. Miter. As executive director, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that association is made up of how many 
shops ¢ 

Mr. Mitter. Twenty-five or twenty-six. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they have a contract with local 229? 

Mr. Muzer. They have a master contract with local 229. 

Mr. Kennepy. And who is the head of local 229 ? 

Mr. Mirier. Mr. Archie Katz. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, have you ever represented Mr. Katz? 

Mr. Mittrr. I have not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever held yourself out as a representative 
of Mr. Katz? 

Mr. Mier. I have never held myself out to represent Mr. Katz. 
To the best of my knowledge, Mr. Katz has an attorney who is on an 
annual retainer with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have never held yourself out as representing 
Mr. Katz. 

Mr. Miter. Mr. Kennedy, if you are referring to my appearance 
on the TV program, I will say to you that I did appear on a Spanish 
TV program. 

Mr. Krennepy. Asa representative of Mr. Katz? 

Mr. Minter. Not as a representative of Mr. Katz. I appeared 
there. I was asked to appear and I appeared. 

Mr. Kennepy. But not representing Mr. Katz? 

Mr. Muuxr. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would know. 

Mr. Miter. I went there with a couple of doctors. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you hold yourself out as a representative of 
Mr. Katz at that time? 

Mr. Mutter. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Kennepy. You would know whether you had or not. 

Mr. Mutxer. No, I don’t, not to my recollection. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Did you hold yourself out as a representative of 
local 229 at that time? 

Mr. Murr. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think that you might have? 

Mr. Mutter. I don’t know, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, now, you were representing the employers 
with that local and I would think you would know. 
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Mr. Mutter. I did not go down there to represent employers either, 
I was asked to appear on TV and I appeared. If George Meany 
would ask me to appear on TV tomorrow, I would appear ‘with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who asked you to appear / 

Mr. Mier. I think Mr. Katz asked me to go down there. 

Mr. Kennepy. What fee do you receive from “these employers ? 

Mr. Miter. The members of the association, you are talking 
about ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Mriier. $100 per member for the year. 

Mr. Krennepy. $2,400 for the year? 

Mr. Mitier. There are 26 members and I would get $2,600 for the 
year, and I have been retained just for 1 year. 

Mr. Krennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have just a few more ques- 
tions on this. We have a number of affidavits. Starting on page 2, 
on Mr. Miller’s statement he said: 

Therefore, I was hired as regional director for the United Furniture Workers, 
CLO, by Morris Muster, its president, assigned to the Michigan area. During 
this period I was elected as president of the Kent County, Mich., Industrial 
Council, and also became a labor panel member of the War Labor Board work- 
ing out of the Detroit area. 

Thereafter, | denounced the Communist infiltration of the union and I re- 
signed my position as president of the council and as regional director of the 
Furniture Workers, CIO, and I went to work for the upholsterers union as a 
regional director. 

Also in 1946 I was the Democratic candidate for State senator of Michigan, 
under the slogan, ‘The only candidate openly fighting the Communists.” 

We have an affidavit on this first statement of Mr. Miller’s, Mr. 
Chairman. 

(At this point, Senator McNamara entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Mr. Stephen Dunn. 

The CiatrMan. I am going to ask counsel to read the affidavit, Mr. 
Miller. You may pay attention to it. 

Mr. Kennepy (reading) : 





I, Stephen F. Dunn, being first duly sworn 


The CHairmMan. Do you know Stephen F. Dunn? 

Mr. Murer. I recall the name of Stephen F. Dunn. Stephen F. 
Dunn was an attorney to the best of my recollection, representing 
furniture manufacturers at the time that I was in charge of the or- 
ganizational campaign in his area, and I have known him to be op- 
posed to every conceivable paragraph in a labor agreement. 

The CHarrman. | just wanted to know if you ‘knew him just as a 
way of checking to see whether he knows anytl ling or not. 

Mr. KenNnEpDY (reading) : 


I, Stephen F. Dunn, being first duly sworn, depose and say: 

While practicing law in Grand Rapids, Mich., I was acquainted with one 
Morris Miller, whom I am informed now is known as Marshall Miller. 

When he first arrived in Grand Rapids, 2 or 3 years prior to 1946, he held an 
office with the United Furniture Workers of America, CIO. I represented 
certain employers in the furniture industry in Grand Rapids, having union 
contracts with the United Furniture Workers, CIO. 

Therefore, I had a course of dealings with said Miller continuously over a 
period of 2 or 3 years. 

In 1946, I heard that Miller was leaving the United Furniture Workers, CIO, 
and was going to work for the Upholsterers International Union, AFL. Shortly 
after I heard this rumor, said Miller came to my law office. He told me that 
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he had deliberately left the United Furniture Workers, CIO, without giving 
them any notice, as he thought he could make more money if he could make a 
deal with the Upholsterers International Union, AFL. 

He told me that he had pomised the president of said UIU-AFL union 
that, if that union would “make it worth his while” that he, Miller, could 
deliver all the furniture plants having UFW-CIO contracts, as he, Miller, 
controlled the situation and would deliver the plants regardless of the wishes 


of the workers. 
He did not then say to me that he was leaving the CIO because of alleged 


communism within that organization. 

Miller then said, in effect, that he had the employers just where he wanted 
them. He said that “muscle men” and “trigger men’ would be brought into 
Grand Rapids and western Michigan would see the bloodiest and worst juris- 
dictional union fight which ever occurred. 

He indicated that he knew he could not make good on his promise to the 
UIU-AFL, that he knew there would be jurisdictional disputes, but that he 
had left the UF W-CIO, and was now on the payroll of the UIU-AFL. 

He said that it would be worth a lot to the employers for him to leave town 
so as to “avoid all this trouble” and he asked me, in effect, “how much it would 
be worth to the employers to get him out of town.” 

I, in effect, asked him how long it would take him to get out of my office. 

A short time thereafter, after unsuccessfully trying to deliver all the CIO 
furniture plants to the AFL, Miller left Grand Rapids. I then heard that he 
was discharged by the UIU-AFL, and no longer was connected with the labor- 


union movement. 
Further, I say not. 





(Signed) Strerren F. Dunn. 
WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 

The foregoing affidavit was subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th 
day of August 1957. 

[SEAL] (Signed) VirGinra Tatzort, Notary Public. 

My commission expires on December 15, 1957. 

Mr. Chairman, we then have some affidavits. Mr. Miller states over 


here: 

I was elevated to assistant director or organization, and on or about January 
1948 I was elevated to international director of organization for said union. 
In this capacity, I continued until December 1949. In the latter part of 1949, 
the union with which I was connected was not permeated with Communists, 
but this time this union was controlled and dominated with a stronger dictator- 
ship than prevailed in Russia. When I fired several men who were supposed to 
be organizers, but who were, in fact, underworld characters, when they per- 
sisted, I was framed and fired. 

Mr. Chairman, we have 2 or 3 affidavits and some letters in con- 
nection with Mr. Miller’s next employment, where he says he was 
framed and fired. 

The Cuarrman. You may read this affidavit. 

Mr. Kennepy. This, Mr. Chairman, is the next employment of Mr. 
Miller. It is from Arthur G. McDowell, director of civie education. 


[ Reads :] 
Mr. Arthur G. McDowell, director of civic education and governmental affairs 
for the Upholsterers’ International Union of North America, Al'L—-C1O, duly 


sworn, deposes and states: 
I make this statement at the request of Mr. Leo C. Nulty, known to me to 


be an investigator for the United States Senate select committee investigating 
into the improper activities of labor and management. 

Senator Munopr. Let us find out, first, whether Mr. Miller knows 
Arthur G. McDowell. 

Mr. Miter. Arthur G. McDowell is the man I replaced, who, at 
the time I was working for the union, was director of organization. 


I had taken his place. I do know him. 
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Senator Munpr. You knew him at that time? 
Mr. Mier. I do, Senator. 
Mr. Krennepy (reading) : 


This statement is made of my own free will, without any promise of favor 
or immunity. I have been informed and realize that this statement may be 
used and introduced into evidence in a public hearing before the United States 
Senate select committee investigating the improper activities of labor and man- 
agement, and swear that the statements contained herein are true. 

Morris Miller, who is also known as Marshall M. Miller, was employed by the 
upholsterers union as an organizer under my direct supervision from 1946 until 
about January 1948, from January 1948 until December 12, 1949. Miller was 
organization director of the union, at which time I was administrative assistant 
to the president, Mr. Sal B. Hoffman. The last few months of Miller’s employ- 
ment in this capacity by the union, he was engaged in organization work for the 
union in New York, N. Y. 

Miller was dismissed on December 12, 1949, from our union because of evi- 
dence obtained that he had solicited a bribe from officials of the Shareo Co., 
of New York. Mr. Sal B. Hoffman, president, and Mr. George Bucher, vice- 
president of our union, confronted Miller with the charges against him in the 
presence of Mr. David Scharaga, of the Sharco Co., and Mr. Arthur Ortner, 
counsel for the same concern. Miller would not deny the charges against him, 
and was, therefore, dismissed from the union at that time, December 12, 1949. 

Any allegation that Miller was discharged for any other reason than that 
set forth above is false, 

Miller was not dismissed because he fired anyone from the union’s employ. 
Neither Miller nor any other executive of the union, save President Sal B. 
Hoffman has the authority or has exercised the authority of dismissal. 

Sworn to before me this 9th day of August 1957. 


[SEAL] JOHN KNOELL 3d, Notary Public. 
Artuur G. McDowELt, 
Affiant. 


We have another affidavit. Mr. Chairman. 

This is a letter that was written at that time, December 8, 1949. 

The Cuairman. The Chair does not permit the letter to go into 
the record unless it is identified. It was obtained from what files? 

Mr. Kennepy. It was obtained from the files of Mr. Scharaga 
from whom we have the affidavit. 

The CuatrMan. Read the affidavit first, and, if it identifies the 
letter, that will be all right. 

Mr. Kennepy (reading) : 


STATE OF NEW York, 
County of Westchester: 

David Scharaga, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That I reside at 295 Bast Lincoln Avenue, Mount Vernon, N. Y. 

That I am a principal in Sharco Manufacturing Co., Inc., and was a principal 
in 1949, with offices at 885 East 149th Street, Bronx, N. Y. 

That we were negotiating with Local 601 of the Upholsterers’ International 
Union regarding wage increases under the terms of the contract with the union 
during the summer of 1949, having had numerous meetings with Morris Miller 
(also known as Marshall Miller), director of organization of local 601, and Harold 
Newton. 

That we could not arrive at an agreement because Arthur Ortner had not com- 
pleted negotiations with CIO Local 140 for the balance of the bedding industry. 

That it was agreed by those present at the meeting (namely, Morris Miller, 
Arthur Ortner, Harold Newton, Sam Marion, Abe Kline, Bill Summers, myself, 
and the shop committee, which included Lillian Colton, Robert Fumia, and 
others) that there would be a cessation of negotiations until Arthur Ortner 
negotiated a contract with local 140. 

That negotiations were reopened the week of September 19, 1949, with Morris 
Miller, Harold Newton, Sam Marion, Bill Summers, Arthur Ortner, Lillian 
Colton, and her committee. 
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That, during this meeting, Morris Miller requested and obtained a private inter- 
view with Mr. Ortner in my private office over the objections of Mr. Newton. 

That, approximately one-half hour later, Mr. Artner asked me to come into my 
office, and told Miller to repeat to me what Miller had told to him. 

That Mr. Miller said to me, in substance, the following: 

“The retroactive increases from September 1 to date would amount to approxi- 
mately $600. Instead of giving the $600 to the employees of Sharco, give it to 
me, and I will then have a meeting with the employees and tell them that Sharco 
is working under a hardship and cannot pay back wages to September 1 and that 
the effective date of the increase will be October 1.” 

That I recall addressing myself to Mr. Ortner, saying, in substance, the 
following: 

“T don’t think it would be fair to the employees to sell them down the river 
and not give them their increases as we promised, retroactive to September 1. 
I made this promise to the employees, and under no circumstances will I fail 
to keep that promise.” 

I then said to Miller, “I intend to keep my promise to the employees ; however, 
I will give you $200, which is the most I can afford to give you.” 

That Mr. Miller said he expected at least $400, but I remained firm in my 
offer; that Miller bargained further, lowering his demand to $300, but I con- 
tinued to stand on my original offer of $200, which he finally agreed to accept. 

That I told Miller that I do not have the money with me and that, unless he 
was willing to accept a check, he should come back at a later date. Miller 
agreed to the acceptance of cash, but declined receiving payment of the $200 in 
the form of a check. 

That approximately 1 week later Miller called me on the telephone and in- 
quired concerning arrangements for the payment of the $200. Miller came to 
the office about noon, and I had Miss Roslyn Werber, bookkeeper for the firm, 
prepare a check for $200 payable to cash and which I signed. 

That I instructed Miss Werber to have the check cashed at the bank. When 
Miss Werber returend from the bank she gave me the $200 in cash. 

That I then turned over the $200 in cash over to Miller. 

That on September 29, 1949, the employees of Sharco were paid the agreed 
increase retroactive to September 1, 1949. 

DAvip SCHARAGA. 

Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 13th day of August 1957. 

Harry Levy, Notary Public. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair presents to you a letter signed by David 
Scharaga, addressed to Sol B. Hoffman, president, Upholsterers’ 
International Union, dated December 8, 1949. I ask you to examine 
that letter and see if you identify it. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Mr. Chairman, the witness has examined the letter. 

The Cuarrman. Let the witness answer. 

Have you examined the letter ? 

Mr. Mitter. I have never seen this letter prior to this moment, 
Senator. 

The Cuamrman. You cannot, then, identify it ? 

Mr. Mutter. I have never seen this letter. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know about it prior to this? 

Mr. Miuirr. I knew about it, Senator. 

The Cuarmman. You had heard of this letter ? 

Mr. Miter. I have heard of the letter. 

The Cuatrman. And heard of its contents ? 

Mr. Mitier. I have heard of its contents. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Was that procured under subpena ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 
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The Cuatrman. The letter may be made exhibit 113. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 118,” and is as 
follows :) 

The CuHamman. You may read the letter, if you like. 

Mr. O’Donnewu (reading): This is addressed to Mr. Sol B. Hoff- 
man, president, Upholsterers’ International Union, 1500 North Broad 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 


DEAR Mr. HorrMaN: In reply to your request for detailed information regard- 
ing the recent incident of Mr. Morris Miller, your director of organization, 
please be advised that the events occurred as follows: 

We were negotiating with your union, local 601, regarding wage increases 
under the terms of our contract with you. We had numerous meetings with 
your Mr. Morris Miller and Mr. Harold Newton regarding the proposed wage 
increases requested by your union. However, we could not reach an agreement 
because negotiations were then going on between Mr. Ortner and the CIO Local 
140. 

It was then agreed at a meeting attended by Mr. Morris Miller, Mr. Harold 
Newton, Mr. Abe Kline, Mr. Dave Scharaga, Mr. Bill Summers, Mr. Sam Marion, 
Mr. Arthur Ortner, and the shop committee consisting of Mrs. Lillian Colton, 
Mr. Robert Fumia, Mr. Gilbert Awale, Mr. John Russo, that there would be no 
further meetings until Mr. Ortner finished his negotiations and reached a final 
agreement with local 140 for the rest of the bedding industry. 

It was further agreed, at the request of Mr. Morris Miller and Mr. Harold 
Newton and the shop committee, that if any wage increases were to be granted 
by my firm, they would be retroactive to September 1, 1949. 

Negotiations were resumed the week of September 19 with Mr. Morris Miller, 
Mr. Harold Newton, Mr. Bill Summers, Mr. Sam Marion, Mr. Dave Scharaga, 
Mr. Arthur Ortner, and Mrs. Colton and her committee. 

During the conference, Mr. Morris Miller requested a private interview with 
Mr. Ortner in my private office. Despite Mr. Newton’s objections, this private 
conference was held. About half an hour later, Mr. Ortner requested that I come 
into my office. He closed the door behind me and said to Morris Miller, ‘Now, 
tell Dave what you just told me.” 

Mr. Miller said, ‘Now, look, Dave, the retroactive increases from September 1 
to date will amount to approximately $600. Now, instead of giving this $600 
to the employees of Sharco, give it to me; and I will then have a meeting with 
the employees and will tell them that Sharco is working under a hardship and 
cannot pay the increases retroactive to September 1 and that they will receive 
their increases as of the 1st of October—and instead of giving it to the em- 
ployees, give it to me.” 

I then returned to Mr. Ortner and said, “I don’t think it would be fair to the 
employees to sell them down the river and not give them their increase as we 
promised, retroactive to September 1. I made the promise to the employees and 
I intednd to live up to any promise I made. Under no circumstances will I fail 
to keep that promise. Every promise that I have made in the past, I always 
kept, and I don’t think it would be proper not to keep my promise regarding the 
pay retroactive to September 1.” 

I then said to Miller, “Look, Miller, I intend to keep my promise to the em- 
ployees, but if you want money, I will give you $200, which is the most I can 
afford to give you.” 

Mr. Miller then said the least he expected was $400. 

I then said, “Morris, I am sorry, but $200 is the most I can afford to give you.” 

Miller then said he would take $300 as the least I could give him. 

I said, “Morris, $200 is the most I can afford. As a matter of fact, I don’t 
even have the money with me. You will have to come back at a later date, 
unless you want to take a check.” 

Mr. Miller finally agreed to accept $200, but declined a check, saying he would 
rather have it in cash. 

About a week later, Mr. Miller called me up and asked me about the $200. 
I told him he could come up, but he must come before 3 o’clock when the banks 
closed, as I didn’t have any cash and would have to get a check cashed to give 
him the money. Mr. Miller came around noon time, and I had our bookkeeper, 
Miss Roslyn Werber, make out a check for $200, which I signed, made out to 

tash. Then Miss Werber went to the bank to have this check cashed. She 
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returned, gave me the cash, which I then handed over to Mr. Miller, who 
thanked me very much and left. 

On September 29, 1949, we paid to all the employees of Scharco the agreed-upon 
increase retroactive to September 1, 1949, which amounted to $678.17. 

The above information is a true and correct account of what occurred. 

I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 
Davip SCHARAGA. 

Copy to Mr. Arthur J. Ortner. 

The CuarrmMan. Was it on account of this letter that you were 
discharged ¢ 

Mr. Mutter. I have answered that question in my submission, Sena- 
tor, that I was framed and I was discharged. 

The Cuarrman. This is what you said was a frameup against you? 

Mr. Mirek. That is right, Senator. . 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Ives. 

Senator Ives. I raised a question to start with about the changing 
of Mr. Miller’s name from Morris to Marshall. What was the date 
when your name was changed from Morris to Marshall ? 

Mr. Miturr. Senator, I may have it here to give you the exact date, 
but I think it is only about 2 years ago that I changed it officially in 
court. 

Senator Ives. How many years ago? 

Mr. Miuier. Two, that I changed it officially in court. 

Senator Ives. I would like to get the date exactly. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Miiter. We don’t have it here, Senator, but I would say it is 
approximately 2 years that it was officially changed. However, I have 
used the name—— 

Senator Ives. When you became a consultant, as I understand, you 
were an unpaid consultant and have been at all times for the New York 
State Legislative Committee on Industrial Labor Conditions 

Mr. Miter. That is right, sir. 

Senator Ives. Your name had been changed, had it not, from Morris 
to Marshall ? 

Mr. Miter. I stated, Senator, that I have been using the name 
Marshall Miller for a number of years and used it back in 1948. How- 
ever, I changed it in court, in the official records, to Marshall M. Miller 
approximately 2 years ago. 

Senator Ives. What I am driving at, Mr. Miller, is that that com- 
mittee evidently did not know that you had any other name than 
Marshall ; did it? 

Mr. Mitter. They did not, sir. 

Senator Ives. All right. That is all I am trying to find out. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. Do you deny these affidavits that have just 
been submitted over the signature of David Scharaga ? 

Mr. Miter. Well, Senator, I will say this: There is no doubt that 
in my career I have made several enemies, as perhaps all people in 
public life or political life from time to time. However, I have 
offered to testify before this committee, and I tried to give this com- 
mittee the picture as it was. I pointed out the evils, I pointed out what 
happens, how this thing operates, how these goons can force their 
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membership. I pointed out evils of welfare plans, and I came here 
specifically to answer the charges of a 22-year-old boy who did not 
know me. I recall the proceeding when Senator Ives asked him what 
does this man look like, and all he said was “I would like to see you 
outside, Senator,” and the Senator again said what did he look like, 
and he did not answer, and the record will so show. 

Senator McNamara. Wait a minute on that, I want to find out. 

Mr. Miiier. He doesn’t know me, Senator. 

Senator Ives. The reason I asked that question is because I had 
never seen you. I wanted to know whether I had seen you. This is 
the first time I have ever seen you in my life. 

Mr. Mitter. That is true, Senator. I am merely trying to point 
out that Mr. McNiff had never seen me either. 

Now, instead, I see, if I may point out, Mr. Chairman-—— 

The Cuarrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Miter. I am trying to answer it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Mitter. I find that instead of coming down for that specific 
purpose, I appear to now to be standing on trial and being charged 
by letter and affidavit about things back in 1944 and other individuals 
who may have had reason to see if they can hurt me somehow, some- 
way. 1 don’t think it at all fair to have to appear before this com- 
mittee, to have given the investigators the cooperation that I did— 
I not only gave them what they asked for, but I gave them every- 
thing that was in the oflice—to sit here and be accused now by letter 
and affidavit, I don’t think it is right at all, Senator. 

The CuarrMan. Well, just a moment, now. I think you brought 
up the subject yourself, did you not, in your statement? You came 
voluntarily and presented a statement. You have made reference 
to it yourself, have you not? 

Mr. Mixer. I stand on my statement, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. I understand you want to stand on your statement, 
but this other testimony contradicts your statement. 

Mr. Miuer. I heard an affidavit read from a man that I haven’t 
seen, if my memory serves me, this Stephen Dunn, I haven’t seen 
him in maybe 12 years or so. I might say some of the newspapermen 
may remember that instant and yet this is a man that is a member 
of the bar and submits an affidavit. I say that some of the news- 
papermen may remember when Morris Muster, the national president 
of the CIO, resigned, when he gave a statement to the press and he 
said that his record as a trade unionist for 26 years would not permit 
him to be a captive of the Communist Party, and he resigned. 

Everyone knew about the Communist issue back in 1946 in that 
union. 

Yet here is a man that gives an affidavit. 

If I have to sit here and confront this, I don’t think it is fair, 
Senator. 

The Cuarrman. I want to be fair with you, and I think the com- 
mittee does, too. 

Mr. Miter. That is all I am asking. 

The Cuarrman. I never heard of you. I do not know you. 

A witness gave some testimony a few days ago and you sent me a 
wire demanding to be heard. Now you appear. In the meantime 
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we have gotten some information and you come in with a statement 
in which you refer to these things and stated it under oath. 

Now we bring in these affidavits. I am trying to be fair to you. 
Do you want us to take it up when you are not here ? 

Mr. Miter. Senator, I had stated that I was framed. I touched 
on everything. I left nothing out. I have given everything. 

The Cuarrman. You can still say you were framed, and - you may 
have been. Iam not saying you were not. 

Mr. Mier. I know, but I don’t think—I am just trying to point 
out that I have made my statement, and I don’t think it is fair for 
me to be tried by letter or affidavit. 

The Cuamman. You do not think it is fair for the committee to 
check on the accuracy of your statement and present you with any 
evidence we may have? 

Mr. Mitier. I have cooperated. I have given your investigators 
everything, including tax returns, back many years, and things that 
they didn’t ask for. They were welcome in my office and they were 
welcome to my files. 

The Cuarrman., I just do not see where you are saying it is un- 
fair. If there is any member of this committee that thinks it is 
unfair in any way whatsoever, we will revise our procedure. 

Senator McNamara. With this background now, I will ask you the 
question: Do you deny the facts in this sworn statement, sworn to by 
David Scharaga ? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Mr. Chairman, the witness has testified that he 
never saw the contents of this letter. I am going to advise him not 
to make any categorical answer to a series of statements in a docu- 
ment that he has never seen. If this were a court of law, all I would 
have to say is “Objection ; it is surprise,” and it would be sustained. 

Senator McNamara. That is all you have to say now, if you object. 

Mr. LerKxowrrz. I am trying not have this witness refuse to answer 
any question, Senator. 

Senator McNamara. He has a choice at this point. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. At this point I am advising him that it is best not 
to answer this question. 

Senator McNamara. I want to go on from there, Mr. Chairman. 
Let the record show that he refuses to answer the question. 

The CHatrman. Just a moment. The witness can take the fifth 
amendment, if he wants to. I do not know that a witness can just 
determine what questions he is going to answer and those that he will 
not, particularly when he voluntarily appears before the committee. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Mr. Chairman, as a seasoned lawyer, I am fully 
conscious of the consequences of categorical denials of statements 
made by one witness as against another. I have not appeared with 
my client for the purpose of championing or looking forward to fur- 
ther proceedings, and, certainly, not in the nature “of criminal pro- 
ceedings. He has made a statement; it has been clear; it has been 
voluntary. 

Now, if such questioning will continue, then I am going to avail 
myself of rule 6 of your committee’s rules of proc edure, and I shall 
advise my client to utilize whatever legal objection he may have to 
any answer of such questions. 

I am sure that I am only pursuing my duties as counselor to this 
client and witness. 
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The Cuarrman. The Chair is not questioning the way you are 
pursuing your obligation to your client. I have never thought a 
witness could come in voluntarily, demand to be heard, and, when 
we grant him that request, then refuse to answer questions. These 
are not questions without any basis, without any foundation. They 
are verified by affidavit. The letter is not sworn to, but the man made 
an affidavit regarding the letter. 

Here are some more affidavits regarding these matters. If we are 
going to look into it, and your client claimed that he was mistreated 
in the testimony of the other witnesses who appeared here, we have 
these affidavits and we have other witnesses here. We are prepared 
to hear this matter today. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. It seems to me that the ae we confront 
here, and I address myself to both the counsel and the witness, is 
that Mr. Miller sought the forum of the committee in order to clear 
himself of what he believed to be derogatory statements made against 
him by a Mr. MecNiff. It is quite true that Mr. Miller comes before 
us voluntarily; he has made a voluntary statement, and we appreciate 
it. 

Now, all we are trying to determine is whether or not the voluntary 
statement was a valid statement. There is conflict between what Mr. 
MeNiff said and what Mr. Miller said, this conflict being between the 
reasons Mr. Miller has given for leaving certain positions and taking 
on new responsibilities ‘and what appears in these affidavits. 

As one member of the committee, I have not at this moment got 
the foggiest notion as to whether or not the facts as related by Mr. 
Miller are correct and valid, or whether the facts as related m the 
affidavit are correct. 

In his interest, coming down here to clear the record, I would think 
he would oun to illumine the committee as to whether or not these 
affidavits are accurate or inaccurate. If they are false, if they are 
part of a icannite, I think he should say that. 

I agree; this probably came as a surprise. I, as one member of 
the committee, would feel, if you would tell us, “Look, I will come 
back next Monday and talk about the at; I want to examine the rec- 
ords; I want to examine the facts,” I think that would be a valid 
request. 

But I do not think it is valid to say at this stage of the game, 
“We are not going to discuss whether the affidavits are correct or not.” 

Does that seem unreasonable to you, Mr. Miller? 

Mr. Lerkowrrz. Do you direct your question to the witness and 
counsel ¢ 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Lerkowrrz. I want to answer, if I may, as his counsel. 

This witness has submitted the statement where he specifically 
denies the charges and labels it a frameup. He does not have the 
means or the ¢ apabilities of using the staff available to this com- 
mittee. If such staff was made available to him and put him on a 
status quo with this committee, I respectfully submit to you, sir, 
that he would be in a position to submit more affidavits, or at least 
as many, which would give the other side of the story. 
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Also, in private session with Mr. Kennedy—I believe you call it 
executive session; I am not too familiar with that phase of it—but, 
in any event, Mr. Miller has given certain statements and is willing 
to repeat them, and has done the same thing to your investigators. 
But, after all, there is a limit to which I, as his counsel, can go for- 
ward and advise him that the best thing for him is to put everything 
on the table before this committee, who, after all, is engaged in a 
very serious and important task of seeking remedial law, ‘to. propose 
and to legislate some of these evils that have grown up in this field. 

He is here to help you in this cause. He is also here attempting to 
clear himself, but no matter what he says, he cannot clear himself 
by mere denials. 

These affidavits, these letters, are not admissable in a court of law. 
They are nothing but hearsay. But they are most dangerous to him. 
The proof of the matter is just the testimony of one witness predi- 
cated on hearsay has caused him the loss of a job. 

I submit to you that it was with that in mind, Senators, that I 
asked at the beginning of these proceedings to withdraw his request 
from appearing rand testify? ing here and withdrawing his demand for 
your permission to him for appearing here. 

I thought that the place for that would be much better to be heard, 
namely, before the Joint Legislative Committee. Now, if I permit 
him to answer any and all questions that any person submits by way 
of letter or by way of affidavit, and I am not saying that those people 
who write letters or affidavits are evil people or have bad intentions— 
in their own mind they are probably 100 percent good intended and 
they have certain motives—but I am only concerned with the defense 
of this man. 

In this defense, I cannot, as a seasoned member of the bar, permit 
him to go into intricate details of which he knows not. He answered 
Senator McClellan that he never saw that letter before in his life. 
That is a direct answer. 

Senator Munpr. That, of course, is not the question. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. I realize that, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. The question is, Did he or did he not engage in 
the activities which are alleged in the letter. Did he or did he not 

et $200, accept $200 which appears to us to be in the nature of a pay- 
off? If he did not do it, I would think he would be happy to say he 
did not do it. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. He has made such denial and has labelled it a 
frameup, Senator. 

Senator Munor. If he took it, he should say, “Yes, I took it and 
here is the reason why.” You must realize as a lawyer that when he 
comes before us and denies the charges, you and he should not con- 
clude that you should not talk about it. 

I certainly feel sorry if he lost his job and doubly sorry if he lost 
his job because of a witness before this committee who was misled in 
histestimony. Wearetryingtoclearitup. Here is his opportunity. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Senator, he is here to testify. I want to please 
recall to your own mind that first Counselor Kennedy read the de- 
nial of this witness’ statement with reference to this matter. 

Then the letter, wherein this information was contained, was read 
after Mr. Miller had stated that he had never seen it in his life. There- 
after, other questions have been put, all on this one point. 








se 


d. 
lf 


Ww. 
mM. 


in 
Lot 
Ly - 
he 


nd 
he 
yn- 


ost 
in 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4581 


In other words, IT submit to you that the mere repetition of this 
thing over this man’s denial in his statement, creates the aura of the 
validity or some truth to these charges w hen there may be no sub- 
stance to them whatsoever. 

Senator Ives. May I butt in right there? 

I would like to ask Mr. Miller a direct question: Did you or did you 
not receive $200? You have not said one way or another on that. 
Answer that one way or another. Did you or did you not receive it? 

Mr. Miiier. I did not receive it. 

Senator Ives. All right. 

The CHatrMaAn. Just a moment. Let us straighten out the record. 
The letter is not evidence, but I have made it an exhibit because it has 
been talked about. 

The affidavit is from the man who wrote the letter. In the affidavit 
he covers substantially everything that is in the letter. The letter 
was obviously written at the time the incident occurred, 

He has made affidavit to the same facts stated in the letter. The 
affidavit is sworn testimony and can be admitted here. For that rea- 
son, I think it is quite proper that he be cross-examined on it. 

Senator McNamara ? 

Senator McNamara. My question did not refer in any manner to 
the letter. My question referred to this affidavit. I specifically 
asked the question on the affidavit. 

Now, there has been some discussion here about whether or not the 
witness received $200, Reading from the affidavit, signed by David 
Scharaga, he says he refused to pay the $600 to Mr. Miller. 

Then, he goes on to say: 

I then said to Mr. Miller I intended to keep my promise to the employees. 
However, [ will give you $200, which is the most I can afford to give you. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is an act that we are very 
much interested in. This apparently is a free offer of a bribe of 
$200. He goes on in his affidavit to say that he paid not only the $600 
that was due to the employees, but he paid more than $600 in back pay 
to the employees. 

seyond that, he paid, according to his affidavit, $200 which has all 
the appearances of a bribe. I think we ought to be just as much in- 
terested in that offer by the employer to a union representative as we 
are in the other phase of it. 

That is what I was getting at in my question. Certainly, this man is 
guilty by his own words of offering a bribe. I do not know how it can 
be construed otherwise. 

The Crrairman. Are there any further questions? 

Senator Munpr. In this affidavit, Mr. Miller, and forget about the 
letter, Mr. David Scharaga says on page 2 of the affidavit these words: 

That I instructed Miss Werber to have the check cashed at the bank. When 
Miss Werber returned from the bank she gave me the $200 in cash, and I turned 
over the $200 in cash over to Miller. 

As Senator McNamara has pointed out, it seems to involve the 
employer as well as Mr. Miller. We are simply trying to establish 
the fact from Mr. Miller’s sworn testimony. 

You have heard this affidavit. Do you know Mr. David Scharaga? 

Mr. Minurr. I think I recall him. It is Scharaga, I think 
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Senator Munpr. Did he turn over $200 in cash to you under these 
circumstances / 

Mr. Mutter. Senator, he did not. 

Senator Munopr. He did not? 

Mr. Miter. He did not. 

Senator Munpr. Can you give any help to the committee as to why 
he would make an affidavit of this kind? 

Mr. Muser. Well, I will go into part of it. It is a very interesting 
story. However, before I go into that, I have made a note on Mr. 
Stephen Dunn and this was an aflidavit, too, and I would like to 
answer that, as long as we are going to get into these things. 

Senator Munpr. Les us find out about Mr. Dunn. He made his 
affidavit concerning circumstances which occurred back in 1946, I 
believe. 

Mr. Miter. Is that 1946? 

Mr. Kennepy. Could I just summarize ? 

Senator Munpr. It was 2 or 3 years prior to 1946. You heard the 
affidavit. In the main, he charged that what you told the committee 
was wrong about leaving it on account of communism, that you had 
come into his ng“ sort of soliciting a bribe. Will you explain that? 

Mr. Mitter. I don’t think he said that. Can I see that Stephen 
Dunn affidavit ? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Here are copies. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have that affidavit and three other affidavits in 
connection with his taking the bribe of $300 later in 1949. 

Senator Munpr. This is a different case, the Stephen Dunn case. 
If the witness wants to talk about that first, I think that is quite 
agreeable. About the only pertinent part is in the next to the last 
paragraph, Mr. Miller, where he alleges that you tried to get him 
to have the employers pay you something to get you out of town. 

(The documents were handed to the w itness. ) 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Stephen Dunn is a scurrilous liar. Mr. Stephen 
Dunn, in the days when I was first assigned to Grand Rapids, I found 
an attorney who was antilabor in every conceivable fashion, a man 
who would stop at no ends and no means to beat them down and I found 
a town, insofar as the industry that I was interested in, pretty badly 
unor ganized, and I found some beaten people. And I found that the 
largest company in town, at least one of the largest, had a company 
dominated union at the time. 

When I was assigned by Mr. Morris Muster, the past president who 
was the founder of that union and who resigned because of the Com- 
munist issue, he told me at that time, he said, “T am sending you into 
an area that has cost us a lot of money, and where a lot of men have 
failed.” 

If I recall, I think, if my memory serves me, he also was president 
of the association of manufacturers at that time for that particular 
industry. 

Senator Munpr. Now, coming down to this particular case, did you 
have the conference in the office of Mr. Dunn, to which he alluded? 
If you did have such a conference, did you ask him what it would 
be worth to the employers for you to leave town to avoid a lot of 
trouble ? 
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Did you talk about bringing in “trigger man and muscle men”? 

Mr. Miuirr. Let me say this, Senator: I have never in my career, as 
a labor official, personally hired any goons. I was never arrested in my 
life on any picket line, even for disorderly conduct. I have never 
conducted the kind of strikes, when I did, that you read about that 
brings about damage to property and damage to people. 

Senator Munpr. That is not the charge, Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Miturr. I have never operated with any goons. 

Senator Munpr. That is not the charge. The charge is that you 
threatened Mr. Dunn that you would bring i in muscle men, that you 
would bring in trigger men, not that you did. but that you threatened 
to do it. 

Mr. Minter. That is false. 

Senator Munor. That is false? That is what I wanted to find out. 
Mr. Dunn also said that you asked him what it would be worth to the 
employers to get you out of town. Did yousay that? 

Mr. Mituer. That is false. I had to go where I was assigned. I 
couldn’t get myself out of anywhere. Wherever I was assigned, that 
is where I had to go. 

Senator Munpr. You might know that and Mr. Dunn might have 
known that. 

Mr. Mitier. That is false. 

Senator Munpr. Did youask him what it would be worth ? 

Mr. Mitter. I did not. 

Senator Munpr. The second step, then, is this: We have two affi- 
davits, one from Mr. Arthur McDowell and one from Mr. Scharaga 
about the $200. Do you deny under oath that that is true? Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Miniter. May ! read this affidavit, sir? 

Senator Munpr. Do what? 

Mr. Mituer. I say, may I read this affidavit ? 

Senator Munpr. Surely. I want you to read the one by Mr. Me- 
Dowell. Isthat the one you are reading ? 

Mr. Mituer. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. I am interested in the third paragraph from the 
bottom, again, beginning— 

Miller was dismissed on December 12, 1949. 
So the question will make sense in the record, Mr. Miller, I want to 
read the paragraph which concerns me. 

Miller was dismissed on December 12, 1949, from our own union because of 
evidence obtained that he had solicited a bribe from officials of the Scharaga 
Co. in New York. 

Mr. Sol Hoffman and Mr. George Bucher, vice president of our union, con- 
fronted Miller with the charges against him. In the presence of Mr. David 
Scharaga of the Sharco Co., Miller would not deny the charges against him 
and was, therefore dismissed from the union at that time, December 12, 1949. 

Question No. 1: Were you dismissed from the union, whatever the 
reason, on December 12, 1949? 

Mr. Mitier. I was suspended and I asked the president then, Mr. 
Hoffman, I said, “With pay or without pay?” and he said, “Without 
pay, so I can look into this.” 

Senator Munpr. You were suspended. Was your suspension a 
consequence of this meeting which is described in the affidavit between 
Mr. Hoffman, Mr. Bucher, Mr. Scharaga, and you? 
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Mr. Miuter. There was no such meeting. I can’t even recall any 
such meeting. When Mr. Hoffman approached me and said that he 
had received notice about this, I told him at that time, I said, “What 
the heck kind of frame is this? What is it all about?” 

That is when he said, “Well, I will look into it. You are sus- 
pended.” 

Senator Munpr. This part is true: 

—Mr. Hoffman and Mr. Bucher confronted Miller with the charges against him. 
In the presence of Mr. David Scharaga and Mr. Arthur Ortner. 

Mr. Miter. To the best of my recollection, I don’t even think Mr. 
Bucher was there. 

Senator Munpr. Was Mr. Hoffman there? 

Mr. Miuier. Mr. Hoffman was the first man that spoke to me. 

Senator Munpr. And did he speak to you in the presence of Mr. 
David Scharaga and Mr. Ortner, the counsel? 

Mr. Miter. To the best of my recollection; no. In fact, I recall 
this, I recall meeting when I was heading for Philadelphia, I met 
Mr. Scharaga on the train, and I said hello to him and I said where 
are you going. He said, “I am just going visiting.” 

That was the particular day that this instant occurred when Mr. 
Hoffman called me in. But I don’t recall seeing anybody in the room 
at the time. 

Senator Munpr. We are trying to get at the facts. Certainly we 
know nothing about it. For the time being, I am pleased that you 
have made a categorical denial of this so-called effort on the part of 
Mr. Scharaga to bribe you or to pay you $200. You leave no doubt 
that your denial of this is complete and categorical. 

Mr. Mitxier. That is right. 

Senator Kennepy. You denied receiving the $200. Was the offer 
made? 

Mr. Miuter. There was no offer made as far as I am concerned. To 
give you a little information 

Senator Kennepy. The question, is, was there any offer made? 

Mr. Mutter. No offer made. 

Senator Kennepy. Of any sum of money to you? 

Mr. Miter. No offer made. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, this employer wrote to the head 
of the union in which you were associated saying he gave you $200 
and he never gave you $200 ? 

Mr. Mitier. That is right. 

Senator KrenNepy. Mr. McDowell stated in his affidavit that you 
were dismissed because Mr. Hoffman confronted you with this charge 
and you did not deny it and you were dismissed. You say you were 
subpenaed. After the investigation was completed, were you dis- 
missed ? 

Mr. Mutter. That happened right there. 

Senator Kennepy. You were put on suspension. Then what hap- 
pened ? 

Mr. Mitzer. No; he said you will be put on suspension. [I said, 
“With pay or without pay?” And he said, “Without pay.” And in 
that case I said, “Forget about it. I am through.” 

Senator Kennepy. And in other words, he wanted to suspend you 
until he could look into it ? 
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Mr. Mutter. Right, until he could look into it. And I said, “With 
pay or without pay?” And he said, “Without pay.” And I said, 

I don’t call that a suspension. If a man don’t pay me, I am——” 

Senator Kennepy. You were fired because of this charge made 
against you; is that correct? 

“Mr. Miuxr. That is what he said. I told him it wasn’t so. I asked 
him what kind of frame is this. 

Senator Kennepy. We have here, then, an affidavit from the em- 
ployer who stated he gave you the money. We have an aflidavit from 
the head of the union stating that an investigation was made and as 
a result of that investigation, } you were dismissed. It was after that 
that you were given a job as consultant to the State of New York to 
the Joint Legislative Committee on Industrial and Labor Conditions. 
You were not paid for that job? 

Mr. Mutter. Pardon? 

Senator KenNepy. You were not paid a salary ? 

Mr. Mitier. That was close to 5 years later. 

Senator Kennepy. You were not paid as a consultant ? 

Mr. Mriuer. No, sir. 

Senator Kennepy. How many consultants did they have? 

Mr. Miter. I was the only consultant. 

Senator Kennepy. Did you get expenses ? 

Mr. Mitier. Only if z went out of town. I was paid for my travel. 

Senator Kennepy. Who gave you that job? 

Mr. Mitter. At this time, I would like to say this, Senator, in all 
fairness. Somebody me tioned my name, a boy who never saw me, 
and I was fired. I don’t know if I should mention the name of legis- 
lators in the State of New York and then have them hurt politically 
because someone may blow something up during the campaign and 
then they will congratulate each other when it is all over, but they will 
tear each other apart during the campaign. I am just wondering 
whether that is a fair question. 

I mean, this is a bipartisan committee. There are other people ap- 
pointed to it. I think when the chairman secures his position, he is 
appointed, and I think the other members are appointed by their re- 
spective parties. 

The Cuarrman. You can answer this: Did the committee appoint 
you a consultant to it? 

Mr. Mixer. I received a letter that I was appointed. The letter 
was dated in October 1954. 

The CHarrman: I assume it was committee action. 

Mr. Minuer. I don’t know. I know I received a letter that I was 
appointed to the committee. There is no doubt that the chairman 
must have notified counsel to send me a letter. 

SENATOR Kennepy. We have the aflidavit of the head of a union 
and the affidavit of the employer concerning the conditions under 
which he is dismissed. Then we have you appointed as a consultant 
to an important committee. We have your card on which you say 
“Marshall M. Miller,’ on which you say, “Labor Relations Con- 
sultant,” and below that you have the title you were given, which 
obv iously gives you some prestige. 

I think it is proper that we should know , as we are going into further 
activities of yours. I think, later this afternoon, how you happened to 
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get an important job like that, particularly as vou say you are the only 
one who has that job. 

Mr. Mixer. There are counsels, assistant counsels, research 
directors. 


Senator Kennepy. I think it would be worthwhile to know how you 


received such an important job. There doesn’t seem to me to be any- 
thing in your past record which would particularly qualify you for 
it. I am wonderi ing how you got it. 

Mr. Miter. I received a letter sir, that I was appointed. 

Senator Kennepy. By what! By the committee / 

Mr. Mixer. I don’t know. I have had various legislators in the 
State of New York who were my friends from both parties. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, you refuse to state who wrote you 
the letter appointing you as consultant to this committee 

Mr. Mirxer. I will tell you who wrote me the letter. The counsel of 
the committee wrote me the letter. 

Senator Kennepy. What is his name $ 

Mr. Mitter. Eugene W. Dufloc. 

Senator Kennepy. Did you know who was responsible for telling 
Mr. Eugene 

Mr. Mitier. No. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, this was right out of the blue? 

Mr. Miuter. It didn’t come out of the blue. It didn’t come out 
of the blue at all. 

Senator Kennepy. How did it come out / 

Mr. Mitzer. I had pointed out to some legislators my interest and 
desire to be in public service, and I sort of had the knowledge of 
this business when I spoke to them. Apparently my name was in 
there for recommendations. Then counsel, under direction, sent me a 
letter of appointment. 

Senator Kennepy. You do not want to tell us that it was under 
the direction of whom, do you. 

Mr. Mitter. I will say “Elected officials.” 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, at this point he comes down here to 
clear himself. I do not know whether he is going to clear himself 
or get himself in trouble. But at least until the committee determines 
whether he has cleared himself or whether he is involved in something, 
I do not see any reason to drag in more names and start a whole 
chain reaction with people who might be unnecessarily involved. 

I think we should first determine whether or not this witness is going 
to be able to refute these charges. 

Senator Ives. Will the Senator yield ? 

I know a little bit about how appointments are made on that com- 
mittee. It is a bipartisan committee entirely, 4 Democrats and 4 Re- 
publicans. The members of the staff are members picked from two 
parties, upon the recommendations of members of the parties. 

I do not know anything about your recommendation, where it came 
from, Mr. Miller. 

I understand Mr. Miller is a Democrat. It may have come from a 
Democrat or it may have come from a Republican. I do not know 
anything about it. 

The committee would approve all of the members the same way 
we approved in our committees here, the staff members that are named. 
We leave it to the chairman and the chairman turns it over, probably, to 
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counsel. That is the way it used to be when I was there. I do not 
know how it is now. 

Senator Kennepy. I appreciate this problem. 

It seems to me, however, it is a matter of public interest how Mr. 
Miller received an appointment as a consultant to a joint legislative 
committee on industr ial and labor conditions. If he has been ‘asked to 
resign or has been dismissed as a result of Mr. McNiff’s testimony, I 

think it is a matter, at least, that I am interested in to find out how he 
received that job, particularly in view of his background. 

If you do not want to answer that, that is your business. 

Mr. LerKxowrtz. Senator Kennedy, I wish to advise my client pur- 
suant to rule 6 not to answer your question, because it is beyond the 
examination and hearing being conducted here today. You are assum- 
ing asa fact any aspersion or insinuation that this man’s background is 
wrong, to be a ‘consultant to the committee. I, as his attorney, differ 
with you, and say that to you respectfully. 

Senator Kennepy. I do not say whether he is right or wrong. I 
am asking just how he happened to get the job. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. He told you how he got the job. 

Senator Kennepy. No, he has not. 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. He doesn’t want other people to go through this 
thing and be hurt. He has been hurt and he will be further hurt as a 
result of this. 

Mr. Mitirr. I have been recommended, Senator. I know assembly- 
men in the State of New York. I know senators in the State of New 
York. But I don’t think it fair for me to drop the names of those 
I thought perhaps used the strong recommendation and then have them 
hurt in the campaigns or elec tions. 

Senator Krennepy. Did you ever have any business dealings with 
Mr. Dufloc ? 

Mr. Minier. I would recommend business to him if I thought he 
could handle it. 

Senator Kennepy. Have you ever recommended any ? 

Mr. Miruer. I have. 

Senator Kennepy. Did he ever recommend business to you ? 

Mr. Mitter. He has, sir. 

Senator Kennepy. What sort of business ? 

Mr. Miniter. Well, anything pertaining to 

Senator Kennepy. Representing employers or employees ? 

Mr. Miter. Employers. Anything pertaining to law I would 
recommend to him. 

Senator Kennepy. We are going to go into this matter further, but 
I think it is worthy of investig: ation by the committee. 

Mr. Miller, on your card you are a labor relations consultant, and 
you have this position as consultant with the State of New York Joint 
Legislative Committee on Industrial or Labor Conditions. You re- 
ceived an appointment from the counsel. You have recommended 
business to him and he has recommended business to you. I think 
that is a matter worthy of attention to the committee in New York 
and our attention. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, I beg to disagree some of the way with 
our distinguished fellow member, Senator Kennedy. I think it is 
primarily a matter for the Legislature of the State of New York to 
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handle. I do not think it is any concern of the Senate of the United 
States. 

Senator Kennepy. I think what we are concerned about is whether 
his activities in the labor-management field, Mr. Miller, whether they 
were completely proper or not. 

Senator Ives. That may be. I will not argue about that. I am 
talking about his appointment on that committee. 

Senator Kennepy. If I may finish. Therefore, it seems to me that 
the fact that he had a position as a consultant to a joint legislative 
committee and was able to put that on his card, it therefore gave him 
a standing which he would not have had if he had not been a con- 
sultant to this important committee. Therefore, I think it is worth- 
while for this committee to at least inquire into the nature of how 
he got the job, what his functions were, what the interrelationship 
was between the counsel and himself and so on. 

Senator Ives. I still disagree with you. I think it is primarily a 
job for the State committee of the legislature there, and, primarily, 
a job for the legislature itself. It is a New York St: ate matter, 
strictly, even as this whole investigation of New York City is a State 
matter, except as it pertains to matters outside the State. 

Senator McNamara. Mr, Chairman? 

The CuHarrmMan. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. To get away from this particular line of ques- 
tioning for a moment, I understand that the statement had been made 
that you had been a candidate for public office in Michigan ? 

Mr. Murr. That is right. 

Senator McNamara, What year was that? 

Mr. Mutter. I think about 1946. Iran for State senator. 

Senator McNamara. What district? 

Mr. Mitxer. The Kent County area. The area of Grand Rapids. 

Senator McNamara. That was a State representative from Kent 
County ? 

Mr. Miuter. That is right, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Were you defeated in the primary or in the 
general? Was there a primary election ¢ 

Mr. Muzer. I don’t recall, but I know that I didn’t become a State 
senator. 

Senator McNamara. You were not nominated, either, were you, 
or were you nominated beyond the final ballot ? 

Mr. Mixer. I don’t know. I would have to look at my records. 
I think I was, because I had literature out which said—here is some 
literature. 

Mr. LerKowirz. Senator, I have a couple of things here that might 
be of help to you. 

Senator McNamara. Do you want to submit something? 

Mr. Lerxowitz. Yes. 

(Document handed to committee. ) 

Senator McNamara. The statement was made that you were a 
Democrat. I assume you ran on the Democratic ticket. Is that 
correct ! 

Mr. Miter. I did, sir. There is the literature and it says, “Vote 
for Morris Miller in November elections,” so, apparently, I passed 
the primaries. 

Senator McNAmara. You received the nomination? 
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Mr. Mutzer. Yes, sir; there is the literature. 

Senator McNamara. This indicates it was November 5; that was 
the final election. I just wanted to get the record straight, since we 
are discussing about whether you were a Democrat or a Republican. 

The CHAirMAN. These may be returned to the witness. He may 
want to keep them. 

Now, Counsel, will you proceed? We have 2 or 3 more questions, 
and then we will ask the witness to stand aside and we will call an- 
other witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have another affidavit in connec- 
tion with that same matter, which we will make a part of the record, 
which is repetitive. It is from the employer regarding the $200 
payment. 

The CuarrMAN, This is an affidavit of Arthur J. Ortner, and deals 
with the same subject as the $200 payment. The witness should 
be privileged to see this, or be furnished a copy of it. Do you have 
copies of it? We will furnish the witness a copy of it. That affi- 
davit we will not take time to read, and it may be inserted in the 
record at this point. 

(The affidavit follows:) 


Strate of NEw YORK, 
County of New York ss: 

Arthur J. Ortner, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That I reside at 780 Gramatan Avenue, Mount Vernon, N. Y. 

That I was executive secretary of the National Bedding and Upholstering 
Manufacturing Board of Trade in 1949, which was then located at 114 East 
32d Street, New York City. 

That I was negotiating a contract between Local 601, UIU, and the Sharco 
Manufacturing Co., then located at 885 Hast 149th Street, Bronx, N. Y.; that 
these negotiations were resumed during the week of September 19, 1949, with 
Messrs. Morris Miller, Harold Newton, Sam Marion, Bill Summers, David 
Scharaga, Mrs. Colton, her committee, and myself present at this meeting. 

That, during the course of the conference, Morris Miller asked me if he 
could talk to me privately ; that I spoke to Morris Miller in the privacy of David 
Scharaga’s office, and that no one else was present. 

That Morris Miller, in substance, made the following proposition to me at 
this private meeting and said: 

“The retroactive increases from September 1, 1949, to date will amount to 
approximately $600. I want the $600 instead of the employees, and I will 
straighten it out with the employees by explaining to them at a meeting that 
Sharco is under a financial strain and cannot pay the retroactive increases to 
September 1 and that their increases would commence October 1, 1949.” 

That I then called Mr. Scharaga into the office and told Miller to repeat to 
him what he had just requested of me privately ; that Miller said, in the presence 
of Scharaga and myself, in substance, the following: 

“The retroactive increases from September 1 to date will be about $600. 
Instead of giving this $600 to the workers of Sharco, give it to me. I will 
then have a meeting with the employeees and advise them of the fact that 
Sharco is financially embarrassed and, therefore, cannot make the increase 
retroactive to September 1, 1949, but they will receive their increase in pay as 
of October 1, 1949.” 

That Scharaga said to me: “I don’t think it would be fair to the employees 
not to give them the increase as we had been promising them, namely retro- 
active to September 1.” 

That I then called Sal Hoffman, of the UIU, in Philadelphia, Pa., from the 
office of David Scharaga; that I informed Mr. Hoffman of the foregoing facts 
as outlined in this affidavit, and that Mr. Hoffman told me to have these facts 
put into writing and send them to him; that I spoke to Mr. David Scharaga 
and told him to put the aforementioned facts in a letter and send them to Mr. 
Hoffman; that Mr. Scharaga informed me that he had done this; that I sub- 
sequently heard from Mr. Hoffman that he had received a letter from Mr. 
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Scharaga outlining the aforementioned facts; that I attended a hearing in the 
UIU office in Philadelphia, Pa.; that Mr. Hoffman told me after this hearing 
that, as a result of the facts mentioned in this affidavit, he had discharged 
Morris Miller from his job with the union. 

ARTHUR J. ORTNER, 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 13th day of August 1957. 

[Sra] Iba SCHENKMAN, Notary Public. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think the other affidavit from the employer might 
be misleading. I understand the facts are in fairness to him, that after 
the $200 was paid, he then called the international president of the 
union and told him of the circumstances under which the money was 

aid, and that the international president of the union then brought 
in Mr. Miller and took the action that was taken, namely the dis- 
missal of Mr. Miller, so I do not think it was completely just an 
offer of a bribe. ‘The man did take the action of telephoning the 
international president and telling him the $200 was paid. 

Now, I just have a question for you in connection with this com- 
mittee that you represent or that you are a consultant to. 

Do you represent any groups which have interests before that 
committee / 

Mr. Mitter. Did I represent any groups? 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you or have you in the past or do you now 
represent any groups or individuals that have any business or interests 
before this committee / 

Mr. Miter. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever offered to represent any ? 

Mr. Miter. I was approached by an individual as to whether I 
would represent their groups, and I advised them that perhaps I 
would, but I would have to find out if there was a conflict of interest. 
We discussed it and he was going to meet with some of his people 
involved in the same industry. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you mention how much money you would want? 

Mr. Mirter. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much money ? 

Mr. Mituxr. I told them that if they decided to retain me, that the 
retainer would be $10,000 a year. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the purpose of that 

Mr. Mutter. I told them the reason for that kind of a fee, is that 
I would have to put a lot of time in and a lot of work, and so on. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in connection with a bill that was before 
this committee; is that right? 

Mr. Miter. No, sir. I was to be retained as a public relations man 
and labor relations man, and that is all. I never was retained or 
the representatives that came to see me representing this industry 
never retained me and never hired me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is not the question. The work that you were 
to do for this $10,000 fee was to be work that you were to do before 
this committee; is that not right ? 

Mr. Miter. No: that didn’t go into details, because I wasn’t hired. 

Mr. Kennepy. You understood it because otherwise you wouldn’t 
have said 








Mr. Mitter. I understood they would retain me. 
Mr. Kennepy. To work with this committee ? 
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Mr. Miter. I would try to work for their benefit if I would accept 
it but I told them that I couldn’t accept it even if they did decide 
unless I found out if there was a conflict of interest. They never 
came back to me any more, and no one ever spoke to me any more. 

Mr. Krennepy. The $10,000 fee, though, was to be paid for your 
representation of them before this committee, for work that you were 
going to do in connection with this State joint legislative committee 
on industrial and labor conditions; is that not correct? 

Mr. Miirr. That would be part of it. I don’t know what other 
work there would be. I guess we would have to detail it all in a 
contract between the parties. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said to them, in order to represent them, one 
of the jobs you were going to do was before this joint legislative com- 
mittee of which you were a consultant, and in order to represent them 
you would need a $10,000 fee; is that not correct ? 
~ Mr. Mixer. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said that your fee for the work you were going 
to do was $10,000; was it not ¢ 

Mr. Mixture. I didn’t know what work I would have to do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t you say your fee would be $10,000? 

Mr. Miuuer. I said that if I would represent them in a capacity of 
labor relations or public relations, the fee would be $10,000. Now 
that is what I told them. They never came back to me, and they 
said they would talk it over among their groups, and they have maybe 
five or six hundred members and I don’t know how many members 
they have, and they never came back to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the person that approached you? 

Mr. Mitter. The first person that spoke to me was a man by the 
name of Max Simon. 

Mr. Krennepy. Max Simon? 

Mr. Mitirr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who does he represent ? 

Mr. Mirtier. He has an employment agency, and he represents 
himself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he represent these people? 

Mr. Minier. No; not to my knowledge. He just spoke to me, and 
he said, “You know the problems in our industry are that we don’t 
have anyone to represent us and do a proper job for us like other 
interests do, and we can’t get our people together. Would you care 
to represent us?” 

I said, “I don’t know.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Care to represent “us,” being who? 

Mr. Mitirr. Being “our organization,” various organizations, and 
there might be about half a dozen different organizations. 

Mr. Kennepy. What were some of the organizations? 

Mr. Mitirr. They are all in the employment agency business. 1 
don’t know how many associations they have. It would be 6, or 7. 
or 8. 

Mr. Kennepy. Where did you have your meeting with him? 

_ Mr. Lerxowrrz. Again on behalf of the witness, T submit that here 
is a line of questioning which is completely new. This witness hasn’t 
heard any such charge or accusation from any source, and there may 
be others of similar note. How far is the witness expected to answer 
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such questions? I asked at 2 o’clock, and I respectfully ask you, 
Mr. Chairman, to permit this hearing to be heard before the New 
York legislative committee, where I thought it would be more proper. 

Senator Ivrs. In that connection I would like to make an observa- 
tion. My recollection is, first, that that joint committee is not a stand- 
ing committee in that sense of the word at all, and it has to be con- 
tinued from year to year by a resolution. It has nothing to do at all 
with reporting out legislation on which the legislature votes. 

In the next place, I don’t know what unemployment or unemploy- 
ment agencies have to do with that committee. I was chairman of 
it for 8 years and I don’t think that we ever had any legislation deal- 
ing with that subject before that committee. 

So I can’t see where that would fit the picture. 

I am just wondering what committee were you supposed to bring 
this legislation before ? 

Mr. Mittrr. I don’t know either. 

Senator Ives. I am in a fog as to what this is all about. 

Mr. Mriuer. The last meeting that we had, I think that there were 
about 5 or 4 new members of the committee. I don’t know, but I am 
just being brought into situations, and we just keep going on. 

(Present at this point in the proceedings: Senators McClellan, 
Ives, Kennedy, McNamara, and Mundt.) 

The Cuatrman. As I understand you, you were approached, you 
gave him a price, you were not employed ¢ 

Mr. Miter. I was not employed, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then on the question of a conflict of interest, and 
you never represented anybody ? 

Mr. Mituer. I never represented them. I was never retained. I 
had an individual that spoke to me about it, and there was a second 
individual that spoke to me about it, and they said they were going 
to have meetings with their own people, they don’t know what they 
are going to do, whether they will hire someone or not hire someone. 
I was never hired. I couldn’t tell you today whether I would have 
accepted that assignment or not. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, what has the United States Senate 
got to do with a conflict of interest under the laws of the State of 
New York? 

The Cuairman. I don’t know that it has anything to do with the 
State of New York. The only point is that the witness comes down 
here and says that derogatory testimony was given against him. We 
got all of this other explanation here. 

Let’s let the witness stand aside and go on. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, we have introduced another affi- 
davit into the record, and I would like to have the witness have a 
chance to deny or affirm what it says. That is the affidavit by Mr. 
Ortner. Do you have a copy of it? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. May we have a chance to read it? 

Senator Munopr. The affidavit is slightly different from the one 
by the employer because it does not talk about the actual transmittal 
of the $200 from the employer to Mr. Miller. But I want to ask the 
witness about the statement made at the bottom of the first page and 
the top of the second page. 

If you will read that paragraph, that will enlighten you as to what 
I have in mind. 
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I will read that part of the affidavit to you. This is Mr. Ortner 
talking, who, I understand, is the counsel for Mr. Scharaga; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Miuter. Mr. Ortner? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Miter. No. Mr. Ortner has a money interest; I don’t know 
what portion. He is not an attorney. He has a money interest in 
this hake Co., or at least he had when I knew him. 

Senator Munor. He is executive secretary, I believe, of the com- 

any. 

Mr. Mirirr. I don’t know about the company. I think of the mat- 
tress and bedding industry in the city of New York. 

Senator Munpr. I will read fromthe affidavit: 

That I then called Mr. Scharaga into the office and told Miller to repeat to 
him what he had just requested of me privately; that Miller said in the pres- 
ence of Scharaga and myself in substance the following: 

“The retroactive increases from September 1 to date will be about $600. 
Instead of giving this $600 to the workers of Sharco, give it to me. I will then 
have a meeting with the employees and advise them of the fact that Sharco is 
financially embarrassed and therefore cannot make the increase retroactive 
to September 1, 1949, but they will receive their increase in pay as of October 1, 
1949.” 

You have previously testified that Mr. Scharaga did not give you 
the $200; you have testified that you did not receive the $200. I want 
to ask you now did you have a conversation along the lines indicated 
in this affidavit, either with Mr. Scharaga, or with Mr. Ortner, or 
with both. 

Mr. Miter. I am glad you asked that question, Senator, because 
right at this time, I think I am going to go into a lot of more things. 

Senator Munpr. Could you answer this question first? 

Mr. Mitter. As long as I am going to be put on the spot, I am 
going to put it and maybe at the stake of my life, but, you know, I 
was threatened and warned before, and come what may, you will 
get it now. You will find out why Mr. Ortner had written the letter, 
and you will find out why Mr. Scharaga wrote a letter, and you will 
find out perhaps a few more things. So we will get into it. 

Let me start first, and I must start, as long as my personal char- 
acter, integrity, is slurred every now and then, every time the name 
is mentioned. let me go in, I may be off style a little, but I will give 
you everything, and Tam going to give you, I think, a lot more. 

Mr. Sol M. Hoffman, the president of this union, when I worked 
for him, is nothing but a dictator, a man, who, according to a leaflet 
that I have here, in the year 1949, drew $200 a week from the welfare 
funds of the union, and every vice president he had he gave $2,500 
a year to. 

This is the reason, if you recall my affidavit, when I said that the 
counsel of the union had approached me and said that I should not 
represent any clients as an employer representative in the city of 
New York or anywhere if they have a contract with his union. 

He was afraid that I would expose this, which the whole country 
will listen to right now, come what may. 

Let me go further. 

Senator Munpr. What pamphlet are you talking about? 

Mr. Mirxier. This is a pamphlet dated 
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Senator Munpr. Would you like to submit it as an exhibit in the 
record ? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuareman. Identify the document. 

Senator Munpr. This is headed “International Office, United Furni- 
ture Workers of America, 10 East Fifth Street, New York City, N. Y. 
Mr. Morris Pizer, President.” 

It purports to be a circular dated October 4, 1949, to all officers and 
members of UIU, and is signed with a typed signature, United Furni- 
ture Workers of America, CIO. 

That is all that shows on the face of it. As to who authored it or 
where it came from or what it is, that is all. 

Can you identify it more specifically than that? 

Mr. Miter. I identify that as a letter from the United Furniture 
Workers, CIO, which explains the workings and background of Mr. 
Hoffman, president of the UIU. It talks about his salary that he 
drew from the welfare fund, and it talks about all his vice presidents 
securing $2,500 a year from the welfare fund while they were being 
paid for their respective posts around the entire United States. 

The Cuamman. That may be exhibit 114 for reference. I will not 
publish it in the record at this point. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 114” for refer- 
ence, and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you state that all statements in this pamphlet 
are true? 

Mr. Mutter. I state, sir, to the best of my knowledge, they are true. 

Senator McNamara. Are we to conclude that these people were 
overpaid, illegaly paid, or what inference are you drawing? 

Mr. Miter. I am going to get to the frame, and the reasons why 
the Senator asked me. I have to lay the groundwork, and I have to 
give you the whole story, so you will understand what kind of people 
have accused me. Then you would know by then. I think you would 
have an idea as to whether you can add any credibility to their affi- 
davits, on the basis of what I am going to tell you. 

Senator Munpr. He is going to establish a reason why the men 
might have been trying to frame him. 

Mr. Mitirr. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Then the inference is what? That they were 
being paid illegally, immorally, or what ? 

Mr. Miter. As far as the payment, I wouldn’t say it was illegally. 
It was in accordance with their own constitution. But I would say, 
morally, it was just as wrong as it was for the national president to 
buy his car on the black market during the war days. 

Senator McNamara. This is what you are pointing out, then; that 
it is immoral. I wanted to find out what the inference was, and I 
think that answers the question. 

Mr. Mutter. Proceeding further, one of the aflidavits is from an 
Arthur G. McDowell. I don’t know what he is today. During the 
time that I worked for this upholsterers union, there were several 
firms that refused to remit 3 percent of the payroll that the labor 
agreements called for. In other words, Senators, most of the labor 
agreements had a clause which said that the employer shall contribute 
3 percent of his payroll toward the union welfare fund. 

(At this point Senator Curtis entered the hearing room.) 
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Mr. Miuturr. There were some employers that thought that, perhaps, 
the welfare fund was illegal. One of the companies, a large company 
that refused to pay at that time, was a company alled National 

Casket Co. They refused to submit 3 percent of the payroll to the 
ie This union took a so-called friendly employer, with a friendly 
attorney, advised them not to pay, so that the union would come into 
the Federal court to show that their welfare plan was a justifiable 
legal plan and get a court order so that they can collect the moneys 
from all the plants around the country. 

The result of it was that with this little employer, who does not 
compare with National Casket Company, a so-called friendly suit 
was conducted in the eastern district court of Pennsylvania, called 
civil action file No. 8744. I might add that, because this was a friendly 
suit, the court had ruled that the plan of the union at that time was 
a legal plan, he said, unless there was evidence shown to the contrary 
for him to see otherwise. 

But, however, this friendly suit and this employer did not bring out 
to the Federal judge that the international president at that time was 
getting $200 a week from the welfare fund. He did not bring out 
that every vice president was receiving around the country another 
$2,500 a year. He didn’t bring out about all the junkets, pleasure 
trips that the welfare fund paid for, and this employer did not 
bring out a letter which I have here a photostat of, dated April 11, 
1949, State of California, Department of Employment. I quote 
paragraph 3 of the letter 

Under section 283 (a) of the regulations, coverage under voluntary plan 
must be made available to all of the employees of the employer or to all of the 
employees employed in a separate establishment of the employer. 

This plan—— 

Senator Munpr. So that this has some significance, are you telling 
the committee that you had something to do with bringing out these 
facts against Mr. Hoffman so that Mr. Hoffman, in turn, might have 
some motive for trying to get even with you? 

Mr. Miirr. I am telling the committee that there are very few 
people that have a copy of this letter. There are very few people that 
know that the attorney that represented the company was a friendly 
attorney when he instituted this proceeding. There were very few 
people that knew that the National Casket Co. challenged the validity 
of the welfare plan. This was one of the reasons that Mr. Hoffman 
had threatened me when I refused to be paid by his resident counsel, 
who told me that I should work out a settlement with him, that I 
will accept no clients oy *r contract with his union. 

I at that time said, “I am sorry, once my door is open to represent 
employers, whoever w aa to retain me can retain me. I am going in 
business, fellow.’ 

This is one of the reasons for McDowell affidavits coming forward 
now and so forth. 

Now, let me go on further with this character, and let’s find out 
why Mr. Ortner or Mr. Scharaga wrote letters. You Senators who are 
familiar with labor relations can try to imagine what is this all about. 
Since when does an employer—it is a violation of law for an em- 
ployer to give any labor leader anything. At that time it was a 
violation of the T aft-Hartley Act, which was in effect in 1947, and 
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it is a violation of State law. Since when does an employer send a 
letter and say, “Mr. Union President, you know, I give this fellow 
$200.” 

Let’s understand something. First of all, I did not represent no 
local union in the city of New York. I was the international director 
of organization for this union. And I was assigned, just coming in 
in the early part of 1949—I was out on the west coast—I was assigned 
to come in to New York, and it was the first time that I had been 
assigned to this type of assignment in the city of New York. I want 
to say to you that Arthur Ortner is the man that introduced me to 
three known men who had served time, and it was Mr. Arthur Ortner 
who said to me that “these fellows are going to work for you. I cleared 
it with your boss, Sol B. Hoffman.” 

And, because they were hoodlums and characters, Mr. Hoffman, 
who paid all the men that worked for me in the field as the director, 
paid the organizers directly, sent the payroll for these three hoods 
to the city of New York. It was the New York local who paid them, 
as a result. 

I want to tell you that part of the scheme, which I have learned 
later, was this: Mr. Arthur Ortner was some type of an executive 
officer for the mattress and bedding industry in the city of New York. 
He represented some in the State of New Jersey. These employers 
were caught by a very bad leftwing union. 

At that time, this was a union that was known as local 140 of the 
United Furniture Workers, CIO. There is no doubt about them 
having been communistic; no doubt about it. No doubt that they gave 
employers a rough time. These employers would spend any amount 
of money to get rid of 140. 

Art Artner, being their representative, the man who represented 
them during the days of OPA, the man who became a millionaire be- 
cause he knew how to get price increases for mattresses during the 
OPA days, a man who is very wealthy today and very influential, had 
hatched his scheme because he was a personal friend of Sol B. Hoffman, 
the international president, who was my boss. 

When I fired these goons, I had broken up a plan, because, when a 
plan like that is adopted, here is what the employers do: Before the 
plan is successful, they will chip in certain sums of money and they 
will get it up and give it to Mr. Ortner to share with Mr. Hoffman, and 
the rest will be coming if and when the job is successful. In order to 
justify payment and expense for Hoffman to secure it, this Mr. Ortner 
had to show the rest of the employers that the guys are working on 
the payroll; look how tough they are. Do you know who this guy is? 
He would kill you for 2 cents. 

These are the types of characters we had, sir. I fired two of them. 
Later, I was told by the third one what it was all about, and that I had 
broken up a good thing. Thereisthe reason. I want to further point 
out to you I was not the business agent of this union. They had a 
business agent. I was a director of organization. 

Senator Munpr. Does that lead to the conclusion that your testi- 
mony is that this statement which I read about the retroactive in- 
creases of $600, your suggestion that the money be given to you instead 
of the workers—it is your testimony, based on these reasons and 
motives which you have elucidated that this affidavit is false ? 

Mr. Miter. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Munpr. This conservation never took place ? 

Mr. Mutter. It never took place. 

Senator Munpr. And you have given us the reasons ? 

Mr. Mitier. That is right. 

Senator Munpt. Thank you. 

The CHarrMan. Senator Ives? 

Senator Ives. I want to clear up any misunderstanding that exists 
on my position regarding this matter. I feel very strongly that any 
questions relative to improper activities under the jurisdiction of this 
committee, where the witness is concerned, should be asked. They 
are perfectly pertinent. But I do feel, Mr. Chairman, that questions 
related solely to his work with the New York State Joint Legislative 
Committee on Industrial and Labor Conditions should be reserved for 
a State investigation which should be forthcoming. 

[ would like to have that definitely understood. I think this com- 
mittee has to draw the line somewhere in matters of that type. That 
is what I have tried to do this afternoon in the questioning where I 
am concerned. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, in that same connection, may I 
say that the only reason I made the suggestion with regard to ‘the 
questions Senator Kennedy was asking the witness is that I do not like 
to see any innocent witnesses, any innocent Americans, dragged into 
this hearing unless there is some cause for it. 

Until we have concluded, and the country has concluded in their 
own minds, whether Mr. Miller is telling the facts or whether these 
affidavits and so forth tell the facts, it seems to me it serves no good 
purpose to bring in the names of a lot of New York State legislators 
and politicians. 

I think, if the time comes that we need that information, we can 
get it. I think our staff can check carefully now into this new evi- 
dence which has come to us, come to me, anyhow, which is as much a 
surprise as the questions that came to Mr. Miller, to find out about 
this National Casket Co., about Mr. Hoffman. It is entirely possible 
this has opened up a whole new area of improper activities between 
labor and management in this area which were not before us at the 
time Mr. Miller volunteered to testify. 

Senator McNamara. In connection with the remarks just made by 
the witness, I would like to ask a question or two. You lay great 
stress on what you construe to be the improper handling of these 
welfare funds that were set up by a 3- percent payroll donation by 
the employer. Suppose this was negotiated through collective 
bargaining? 

Mr. Mintzer. I will tell you my opinion, Senator. What often hap- 
pens, it is my contention, is that a union has a justifiable right to 
negotiate life insurance, hospitalization plans, et cetera, for the em- 
ployees, and should do so. 

(At this point, Senators Mundt and Curtis withdrew from the 
hearing room.) 

Mr. Minter. But what happens often is this. I am talking about 
welfare, life insurance, surgical benefits, and so on. But the union 
demands $8, $10, or $12, and in some instances as high as 10 percent 
of the payroll for union welfare plans. Let us take a case where a 
union receives under contract $10 per month per employee for the 
following month’s welfare benefits. He goes out and buys $7 worth. 
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So he maintains the additional $3 in the treasury, and then he receives 
the dividends according to the experience rating of the book business. 
My contention is that, if he negotiates a $10 plan, buy the $10 plan for 
the workers, let them ‘have the maximum, let the employer buy it, and 
put in the labor agreement how much he will receive in life insurance, 
surgical benefits, and so on. 

You have this problem today. Assuming that you negotiate with 
a union and you have agreed on everything, vacation, holidays with 
pay, and whatnot, and you are now down to one item, union welfare 
plans, and you agree to cover the people under the coverage that the 
union says they want them covered, but you say, “Wait a “minute ; I 
am going to buy this from Metropolit: in Life Insurance or John Han- 
cock,” the union will say, “You will? You will buy it from us or 
you will have a strike. We could not settle our contract.” 

The answer to that is, then, I think, take the unions out of the 
insurance business, because, you know, like a game that is being cut, 
it is the house that winds. up with the money, and I think all the 
money in our country someday will wind up with the unions because 
they keep cutting. 

Senator McNamara. You are discussing hypothetical things. I 
am trying to ask you about the 3 percent that you were talking ¢ ‘about 
that is in effect. 

(At this point, Senator Curtis entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Mitier. Right. 

Senator McNamara. How was it administered ? 

Mr. Minter. How was it administered? I will tell you. That is 
a very good question, a very good question. 

Those plans that are established prior—— 

Senator McNamara. Not those plans. The plan. 

Mr. Miturr. The plan. It was administered by the international 
president, who had as trustees all the vice presidents, and God help 
them if they didn’t agree to vote for what the national president 
wanted them to vote for. They were nothing but puppets in the 
room. That is all they were. 

Senator McNamara. Are you trying to tell us that this plan was 
administered solely by the union ? 

Mr. Mutter. By the union. 

Senator McNamara. The employers did not enter into the disburs- 
ing of funds or buying the insurance or anything? 

Mr. Mitier. No. But they had a right, by the way. I think there 
has been a ruling that those plans that were established prior to the 
Labor- Management Act of 1947 can be run without management rep- 
resentatives on the plan. 

Senator McNamara. You do not know how this one was run, or 
do you? 

Mr. Mutzer. This was established prior to 1947. They had a 
right, legally, to run that way. 

Senator McNamara. W ho had a right ? 

Mr. Mitter. The union did. They had a right to run this plan 
without management representatives. But it was a one-man show. 

Senator McNamara. So they had a right. You had something 
to do with setting it up? 

Mr. Miter. No; I didn’t set it up. 
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Senator McNamara. The 3-percent plan was set up before you 
went there ¢ 

Mr. Mitter. When we negotiated with the employer, our demand 
was that he would have to pay 3 percent of his payroll to cover the 

eople under the following welfare benefits and remit it to the union. 

Senator McNamara. And this 3 percent was turned over to the 
union and management had no control whatsoever ? 

Mr. Mitter. No control whatsoever. I might say there was a plant 
in New Jersey that was under contract with this union for about 10 
percent. The president of the company refused to permit the em- 
ployer to sign an insurance plan with the union. He wanted an out- 
side company. Mr. Hoffman said, “If that is what he wants, then we 
don’t want the members. ‘They have to give us the plan.” 

I wonder why. 

Senator McNamara. Getting back to the 3-percent plan, it seems 
hard to keep you on the track, was this a plan negotiated prior to 
vour coming into Grand Rapids? 

" Mr. Mitirr. Yes. This is a plan that started perhaps prior to my 
working for this union. 

Senator McNamara. Then you had no experience personally in the 
setting up of the plan ? 

Mr. Mitier. No; but I used to sit in at some of their trustee meet- 
ings and see how they were in action. 

Senator McNamara. So you found it in operation when you got 
there? 

Mr. Miter. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. It was still 3 percent when you left? 

Mr. Minter. That is right. 

The Cuarrmman. Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Would you like to have these as further exhibits, 
Mr. Chairman, the letter from the State of California, and the de- 
cision, and so forth? 

The CratrmMan. They may be turned over to the committee, and I 
will examine them. 

Call the next witness. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, McNa- 
mara, and Curtis.) 

The CHatrman. He testified to the letter, did he not ? 

Mr. Lerxowrrz. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. That will be made exhibit 115. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 115,” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4877.) 

The Cuarrman. This next item will be made an exhibit for refer- 
ence only. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Roman will be the next witness. 

The CHarrman. Please be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Roman. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOSE LUMEN ROMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, ROBERT S. PERSKY 


The Crarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and busi- 
ness or occupation. 

Mr. Roman. Jose Lumen Roman, 164 Duane Street, New York, I 
am a reporter for El Diario, the Spanish daily newspaper; a news 
commentator for WLIV, a Spanish language radio station in New 
York City, and a moderator for, What’s Your Problem, a Spanish 
language T'V program over WATV, in Newark, N. J. 

The Cuamman. You have your counsel with you? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Persxy. I am Robert S. Persky of the firm of Luca, Persky 
& Mozer, of 150 Broadway, New York City. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Senator Ives, will you preside for a while? 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Roman, you have been living in New York for 
how long? 

Mr. Roman. Seven years. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are familiar with the operation of Mar- 
shall Miller? 

Mr. Roman. I do, in a way. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are familiar with his method of operation? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you are familiar with the local union, 229? 

Mr. Roman. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is the local union run by Archie Katz? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Generally, have you found that the Spanish speak- 
ing people in New York City have had difficulty with Mr. Archie 
Katz? 

Mr. Roman. Very much difficulty with Mr. Archie Katz and local 
229: yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have the employers that Mr. Marshall Miller has 
represented—have the employees, people working for those employers, 
have they had difficulty as members of local 229? 

Mr. Roman. Yes; they have trouble. 

Mr. Kennepy. As far as wages, hours, and conditions? 

Mr. Roman. Yes. As a matter of fact, I spoke with about 36 yes- 
terday and there are some working 10 years in a shop only making 
$40 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under the contract that the employers have signed, 
and the ones that he represents, the contract arranges for a 40-hour 
workweek; is that correct ? 

Mr. Roman. Forty hours workweek. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it is a dollar an hour minimum wage? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they only get a week’s vacation if they work a 
year; is that correct? 

Mr. Roman. Sometimes, but that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they have to work on June 1 of the year; is 
that correct? 
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Mr. Roman. That is correct, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask you if you ever had any personal 
dealings with Mr. Marshall Miller, and whether Mr. Marshall Miller 
ever held himself out to be a representative of Archie Katz, the union, 
or a representative of local 229. 

Mr. Roman. Yes. On or about November 17, 1956, I received, in 
my office at El Diario, 164 Duane Street, Mr. Archie Katz and some 
representative of local 229, because I was writing a series of articles 
on regard about the complaints of the Puerto Rican workers against 
local 229. At that time, I asked Mr. Archie Katz, and Mr. Archie 
Katz in a very rough way threatened to sue me and the paper be- 
cause I didn’t give him a chance to express his points of view. 

That very same day I asked Mr. Archie Katz to debate the issue 
with the workers on my TV show and Mr. Archie Katz accepted the 
invitation, and the Sunday following that date, Mr. Archie Katz ap- 
peared in my show with a doctor, nurse, and Mr. Marshall Miller. 

The workers were there. Mr. Marshall Miller was the one who 
spoke on behalf of local 229. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your complaint? What had you been 
pointing out? 

Mr. Roman. The workers were complaining specifically that with- 
out their consent, local 229 had increased the dues from $3 to $4. 
That was the complaint. That was the basic complaint of the workers. 
That was the issue in my television program. 

In that show, before the show, during the discussion prior to going 
to the air, I specifically asked Mr. Archie Katz and Mr. Miller not 
to take any step against these workers for being there, against them. 

They promised me on the air that they were not going to take any 
steps. Nevertheless, I found out later on that three workers were 
fired. 

Mr. Kennepy. Three of the workers who had come to the program 
and who were going to participate in a program were subsequently 
fired; is that right? 

Mr. Roman. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And by the employers that Mr. Marshall Miller was 
representing ? 

Mr. Roman. True. 

Mr. Kennepy. Although, at this program, he came as a representa- 
tive of Archie Katz and of the union ? 

Mr. Roman. Right. In that program, I usually ask everybody their 
name and what they represent or where they live, where they come 
from. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just tell me this: Preceding the program, did you 
have any conversation with Mr. Miller? : 

Mr. Roman. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell the committee about that? 

Mr. Roman. Well, preceding the show, I asked Mr. Marshall Miller 
who he was. At that time, he told me, “I ama labor consultant. I am 
an expert on labor and labor consultant.” He said also that he was 
representing Mr. Archie Katz. We went to the air and that is the 
way he identified himself on the air. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to this show, and you have made out an affi- 
davit for us, prior to the show did Mr. Miller state anything to you 
about offering a donation? bd 
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Mr. Roman. A what? 

Mr. Kennepy. Offering a donation to a fund. 

Mr. Roman. Yes. Prior to the show, El Diario—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Was carrying on a campaign ? 

Mr. Roman. For a Spanish hospital in New York City. And Mr. 
Miller and Mr. Archie Katz asked me if I was the one conducting that 
campaign and I answered them in the affirmative. 

Mr. Archie Katz and Mr. Miller offered mea donation. I told them 
that the donation was to be made at the El Diario office. Then they 
asked me if I was the same reporter that was conducting a campaign 
for toys for children, toys for Christmas for the underprivileged 
Puerto Rican children. 

Again I answered in the affirmative and they offered me toys. I 
told them that I would accept the toys if the toys were delivered at the 
El Diario office. 

Then Mr. Miller told me that he understand that I had a great in- 
terest on labor matters, that it was a shame that I was not working for 
a union. He suggested to Archie Katz that I should edit a Spanish 
paper for the union that they were contemplating making. 

(At this point, Senator McClelland entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. He offered you a job editing the paper? 

Mr. Roman. Mr. Katz offered me the job editing the paper and I 
refused. Then we went to the air, and Mr. Marshall Miller defended 
very vigorously the welfare plan of local 229. 

I recall perfectly that one of the workers called Mr. Marshall Mil- 
ler, “a liar” because he said that the glasses that the workers were 
issued were issued by the welfare plan of the 229. 

This woman that was Puerto Rican and very hot tempered took 
the glasses and threw them at Mr. Miller and called him a liar and said, 
“Tt cost me $12 and I paid $12 to local 229 for it.” 

Mr. Kennepy. You mean under the welfare plan they were sup- 
posed to provide glasses? 

Mr. Roman. At a minimum charge. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was a statement made on the broadcast? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And a woman who attended the meeting, took her 
glasses off and threw them down and said, “I had to pay $12 for it; 
you are a liar,” is that right ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Senator Curris. Were they supposed to get the glasses free? 

Mr. Roman. For a nominal price. 

Senator Curtis. What wasa nominal price ? 

Mr. Roman. I don’t know exactly, but I understand it was between 
$2 and $6. 

After the show, an agreement was reached between Mr. Marshall 
Miller, Mr. Katz, the doctor, the nurse, and the other representative of 
local 229, that no one will be fired or any steps will be taken against 
the workers. Three of them were fired. I have their pictures some- 
where around here. Three of them were fired. 

The CuHatrmMan. Do you want to leave that as an exhibit? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, sir, I will. 

The Cuatrman. That may be made exhibit No. 116 for reference. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 116” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 
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Senator Curtis. Would you name the workers that were fired, since 
that is going to be for reference? 

Mr. Roman. They are there, sir. I don’t remember their names. 

Senator Curtis. Would you read them into the record ? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, I will. Maria Ramas was one. Carmen Padilla 
was the other one. I beg your pardon. Ana Cordero was one and 
Nereida Rosas was the other one. 

Senator Curtis. Two of them? 

Mr. Roman. Two of them. 

Senator McNamara. When these two workers were fired, was it 
immediately after appearing on the program or did some time elapse? 

Mr. Roman. I understand 2 weeks afterward. 

Senator McNamara. Two weeks ? 

Mr. Roman. Two weeks, as I understand. I was informed by them- 
selves that it was 2 weeks. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there any advantage, did you find, of Mr. Miller 
being able to pass himself off as a consultant to the State of New York 
Joint Legislative Committee ? 

Mr. Roman. Well, after the television show, Mr. Miller again identi- 
fied himself as consultant to other unions of New York City. 

Mr. Kennepy. But was it an advantage, did you find that it was an 
advantage for him to be able to describe himself as a consultant of the 
State of New York Joint Legislative Committee ? 

Mr. Roman. Yes; because, within a short time after this, Mr. Miller 
introduced himself to my superiors, to my editor in chief, Mr. Stanley 
Ross, at E] Diario, holding herself out as a consultant to the New York 
State Legislative Committee on Industry and Labor, and persuaded 
Mr. Ross to allow him to write a column on industrial relations for 
the Spanish daily newspaper EF] Diario. 

As soon as this column appeared, and their slants became evident, 
I informed Mr. Stanley Ross of Mr. Miller’s conduct on my television 
show. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have made somewhat of an analysis of this con- 
ract that local 229 has with the employer. Paragraph 7 states that 
time employees shall receive an increase of $2 per week at the end 
of respective trial periods, and at the end of respective trial periods no 
employee shall receive less than $42 per week, which means they start 
at the minimum wage of a dollar and there is no agreement in the 
contract as to how long the trial period is to last. 

It is up to the employer to decide when the increase of $2 a week 
will be granted. 

Vacations : Employees who have been in the employ of the employer 
for 1 year as of June 1 of the respective year shall receive 1 week’s 
vacation with pay in advance. Those employed 3 years or more shall 
receive 2 weeks’ vacation with pay in advance. 

Rest periods, section 15: Where rest periods have been established, 
they shall prevail in those respective shops. 

In other words, no rest period is prescribed in this contract. 

Section 16: The union agrees that it will not, during the terms of 
this agreement, sign an agreement with any nonmember of the as- 
sociation where said agreement is more favorable than the association 
agreement. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, this type of contract is the best 
contract the union will sign, even with any nonmember of the Textile 
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Trade Association. So this contract sets the scale for all manufac- 
turers covered by Local 229 contracts. 

Mr. Roman. Let me point out, Mr. Kennedy, that just yesterday I 
received a petition of 26 workers from local 229. If you do not mind, 
I can read some names. They are working 10 years and making only 
$40 a week. This is very typical in that industry on Puerto Thican 
workers and Negro workers in New York City. 

Carmen Rosa, 729 Union Avenue, the Bedok. working for the 
Pearl Curtain, 55 West 26th Street, Manhattan, who has been in that 
shop for 10 years and still making $40. 

Also, Mary Aviles, 1506 Southern Avenue, the Bronx, has been 
there for 10 years, in the union all the time, local 229, and still making 
$40. 

Olga Salgado, 3819 Third Avenue, the Bronx, 7 years in that shop, 
local 229, and making still $40. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is your experience so far as attempting to live 
in New York City on $40 a week ? 

Mr. Roman. You cannot live on $40 a week. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do most of these people have families? 

Mr. Roman. That is the difficulty. The Puerto Ricans enjoy large 
families. No one, no one possibly can live on $45 a week, not m 
New York City or in any other city of the United States, as a matter 
of fact. 

Mr. Kennepy. Recently you had sort of an air-raid alert in New 
York City ? 

Mr. Roman. Yes. That is very interesting. I received a letter 
from Estela Lotomayor. She lives at 27 Sterling Place, Brooklyn, 
and in her letter, in Spanish, she stated that the boss, with the consent 
of the union, deducted 50 minutes; that is, for the air-raid drill. 

Mr. Kennepy. They deducted from the salary for that time? 

Mr. Roman. For all the Puerto Rican workers in that particular 
shop. 

Mr. Kennepy. What is the take-home pay on these people that 
make $40 or $45 a week ? 

Mr. Roman. An average of $37. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you received many letters of complaint from 
the various people of Puerto Rican extraction ? 

Mr. Roman. We have here with me close to 200. I have in my office 
over 400 more. It was physically impossible to take them all. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did they come in ? 

Mr. Roman. In 9 days, since the ACTU made the statements 
here about the exploitation of Puerto Rican workers. That is just 
a few of the ones that we have. The complaints are more or less in 
this fashion. I will just pull one out. 

We have a complaint here from Local 1614, International Brother- 
hood of Electrical Workers. The complaint was made by Santos 
Mercado. There were no meetings; they never saw a contract; there 
were no benefits; no grievances; and he pays $4 a month dues, and 
the salary, as usual, is $40 a week. 

I have one here from local 1222, and this one was not signed, be- 
cause many Puerto Ricans are afraid to be fired if they complain. 
As a matter of fact, they are threatened many times, even if they com- 
plain to El Diario. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Have you ever been threatened yourself? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, I have been. I have been three times. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was that? 

Mr. Roman. And the bomb squad of New York City searched Mr. 
Ross’ house very recently, too. 

Mr. Kennepy. In connection with the articles you have been 
writing ¢ 

Mr. Roman. In connection with our campaign that started May 
3, 1956, after 6 months of investigation. 

Mr. KEnNevy. In connection with all of this, is it recognized that 
Marshall Miller is there protecting the interests of these employers 
that make these collusive contracts with the union ? 

Mr. Roman. The workers know that; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is recognized; is it ? 

Mr. Roman. Yes; the workers in the companies know that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you written articles concerning Mr. Marshall 
Miller’s connection ¢ 

Mr. Roman. No; I don’t recall having written any articles on Mr. 
Marshall Miller, but he wrote for El Diario. He wrote a column for 
El] Diario that was suspended, this column. 

There is one point I would like to make, if there is any possibility. 
Mr. Marshall Miller that appeared on my show on that date in No- 
vember, also stated in the show that local 229 had a legitimate right 
to increase the dues without the consent of the workers. Some time 
later, in the column, he defended publicly, on the 3d of December 
1956, that an article—oh, yes; he specifically mentioned local 229 
he mentioned local 229—he said that the local unions can increase 
from $3 to $4 the dues. That was about 15 days after he made that 
statement on my television show. 

The CuarrmMan. That article may be made exhibit 117 for reference. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 117” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. In conclusion, there is some work now being done 
amongst the people up in New York of Puerto Rican extraction ? 

Mr. Roman. Yes. 

As a matter of fact, the mayor of the city of New York, Mayor 
Wagner, has called a meeting, and is doing the utmost to help eradi- 
cate this problem. So Governor Harriman is also doing an investi- 
gation on this whole affair. 

Senator Ives. May I raise a question there? Was anything done in 
New York City prior to the disclosures that have come out of the 
hearings here? 

Mr. Roman. Mr. Senator, thanks to you, something has been done 
very recently. 

Senator Ives. I wondered if our hearings didn’t stir you up, up 
there. 

Mr. Roman. Your hearings have done a lot of good to the Puerto 
Ricans in New York City. 

Senator Ives. In other words, they started investigating in the city 

right after these heari ings were held; is that right? 

Mr. Roman. We were for 1 year hammering and hammering and 
hammering and nobody listened to us until now. 

Senator Ives. Thank you. 
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Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHatmman. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. How long have you had an active interest in 
this situation ? 

Mr. Roman. Ever since I went to work for El Diario, February 3, 
1953. 

Senator McNamMar a. About 4 years? 

Mr. Roman. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. You indicate that the members of local 229 
are paid $40 a week, which is the minimum requirement under Federal 
law in the industry ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct, sir. But there is one thing very im- 
portant here. Most of these ‘workers do not know E nglish what- 
soever, or very little, if they do. These unions have told ‘them many 
times, "through interpreters or Puerto Rican organizers, that they 
obtained increases, minimum-wage increases, through their efforts 
and not through an act of Congress of the United States. 

Senator McNamara. So we get back to the fact that they are paid 
merely the required pay under Federal law ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McNamara. How many employees are there in this local 229 
that you are talking about? Do you know? 

Mr. Roman. I don’t know. 

Senator McNamara. Are there hundreds or thousands, or what is 
the figure? 

Mr. Roman. The majority are Puerto Rican. I would say there 
are plenty. I would not guess. I wouldn’t dare take a guess. But 
they are many. 

Senator McNamara. I am trying to find out how widespread this 
is. Is this through the whole industry? Is this the bedding manu- 
facturing industry ? 

Mr. Roman. In that particular industry, the Puerto Rican workers 
are very underpaid. 

Senator McNamara. I don’t question that. But getting back to 
this local 229 and the industry in which they operate, is this generally 
considered the bedding industry, the bedding manufacturing industry, 
or is it something else? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roman. No; there are other things besides the bedding indus- 
try. There are other things. 

Senator McNamara. Now, you talk about these people in 229. Do 
they work as service people in hotels? What dothey work at? That 
is what I am trying to find out. Are they dishwashers, waiters, or 
waitresses? What do they do? 

Mr. Roman. We have here a good contrast. 

Mrs. Esther Martinez, 2275 47th Street, Astoria, Long Island. She 
has been working for 6 years for the same factory, and local 229. 
While all other workers in that factory are making $40 a week, she is 
making $90 a week because she is just an operator. She is considered 
to be skilled operator. 

Senator McNamara. So a skilled operator gets $90 a week? 

Mr. Romay. She is the only one making that much money. 

Senator McNamara. Is she a member of the union, too? 

Mr. Roman. She is a member of local 229. 
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Senator McNamara. Then they don’t all get $40? 

Mr. Roman. That is the only case that I found on 26 that I inter- 
viewed yesterday. 

Senator McNamara. One out of twenty-six ? 

Mr. Roman. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. But you don’t know whether there are a hun- 
dred employees involved or thousands? 

Mr. Roman. There are hundreds of employees involved. 

Senator McNamara. I was trying to establish if the industry is all 
like this, if this is a lack of competition generally. Are there other 
employers who pay more than $40 a week in this industry ¢ 

Mr. Roman. If they were piecework they might. If not, they never 
make more than $40. 

Senator McNamara. But they are in various industries not just 
manufacturing mattresses. I am trying to find out what these people 
work at. What is the industry that is involved ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roman. Local 229 has pillows, bedspreads, mattresses. They 
have many other things. 

Senator McNamara. This is generally what is considered the bed- 
ding industry; is it? Do you understand that? 

Mr. Roman. I wouldn’t know. I wouldn’t know that. 

Senator McNamara. Well, pillows are connected with beds, and 
blankets or whatever you call them. Mattresses—these are all similar 
items. It might be considered an industry. 

Mr. Roman. Well, it is the industry, then, yes. 

Senator McNamara. Then do you find this is general throughout 
the entire industry ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. And these people that are not Puerto Ricans 
in the industry, they still get the $40? 

Mr. Roman. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. What do they get? 

Mr. Roman. They get more. 

Senator McNamara. And they belong to 229? 

Mr. Roman. They belong to 229. 

Senator McNamara. Then do you think that the union discrim- 
inates against your people, as against other people, but you don’t 
have any figures what the others are paid, except on piecework they 
get more; is that correct ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. And whether they are Puerto Ricans or not, 
they get more, if they are on piecework ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. Well, I don’t quite get the point. What is 
this all about? Ifthe industry generally pays $40, I don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. These employees under 229; do they work under 
a contract that requires that they remain in the union to hold their 
jobs ¢ 

Mr. Roman. I believe so, sir. 

Senator Curris. So they are not at liberty to withdraw from the 
union without losing their jobs, even though they are dissatisfied 
with the services the union gives them ? 
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Mr. Roman. That is right. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. One of the questions here is, if they only get the 
minimum wage of $40 a week, then there is no adv: antage to belonging 
to the union and havi ing to pay dues every month; is that not cor rect / 

Mr. Roman. Well, it is correct, but I ‘believe that no union, phan- 
tom union or no phantom union, should collect dues unless the worker 
gets more than $45. 

Mr. Kennepy. Agreed. But. on the question of if they are not 
going to get them a salary greater than $40 a week, if they are not 
going to get them a salary of $45, $50, or more, then, certainly, it is 
questionable whether the employees should have to pay dues for that 
service, of getting them what the laws of the land have already 
given them. 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. They only make $40 a week, and 
they have to pay $4 a month dues. 

The Cuarrman. As I understand it, $40 a week would be the mini- 
mum under the wage and hour law. They have to pay $40 a week, 
under the wage and hour law. Yet they are forced to belong to a 
union and pay $3 or $4 a month dues, and the union gets them nothing 
higher in wages than the $40 minimum under the wage and honr law. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct, sir. But there is one pomt I would 
like to make at this stage. Loca) 229 is just one of so many locals 
that are exploiting the Puerto Ricans in New York City. T hat doesn’t 
mean that there are not legitimate outfits in the labor unions who 
are trying to help Puerto Rican laborers. There are many, too, who 
are helping the Puerto Ricans. 

The CuarrMan. Do they have to belong to the union to work? 

Mr. Roman. When in comes local 229, ‘they have to belong to the 
union. 

The Cuarrman. Were all of these plants around unionized ? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, sir. I visited yesterday nine. All were unionized 
by local 229. 

The Cuairman. In this contract that I have before me, one that 
I understand was negotiated by Mr. Miller, I notice among other 
things, it provides in section 4: 

All the employees covered by this agreement shall become members of the 
union 30 days after their date of hirimg or the date of the execution of this 
agreement, whichever is the latter. 

o, these contracts compel them to be members of the union. 

Mr. Roman. That is right, sir. 

The Crarman. And yet they are only paid the minimum wage. 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might say, also, Mr. Chairman, this is a 3-year 
contract. It runs from 1957 through June of 1960. 

Mr. Roman. Let me point out, also, that, whenever there is a holi- 
day, like the Fourth of July, these workers are laid off in order not 
to be paid for that holiday. They nat only are laid off, but, when 
they come back, they are forced to pay again the initiation fee, and 
start as new members with loss of seniority. 

You have here the letters, and I will send to the committee all 
the rest that I have at El Diario, and it adds to the general com- 
plaints of the Puerto Rican workers. 
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The Cuairman. Do you want to leave those letters here? 

Mr. Roman. Yes, sir, and I would like to have the committee’s 
permission to send more. 

The Cuarrman. They may be bundled up and kept as an exhibit. 

(The documents referred to were marked “ Sxhibit No. 118” for 
reference, and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Krennepy. This union that you. have been talking about that 
made this arrangement, the employers that made the contract with 
the union, the employers are represented by Mr. Marshall Miller; 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. To go back to the bedding industry, 
when I say $40, I mean 229 shops, but we don’t have figures on non- 
Katz bedding shops. So we only spoke of the Katz outfits. 

Senator McNamara. You are speaking of nine shops? 

Mr. Roman. 229 shops. 

Senator McNamara. You mentioned there were nine that you 
visited ? 

Mr. Roman. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Is it your conclusion that this condition is 
brought about by collusion between management and labor illegally 
to keep down the payment of legitimate wages to the workers? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. And, actually, your people are forced to fol- 
low this method because they have control of employment. The only 
way they can become employees is to become members of the union 
after 30 days; is that right? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. So, they are using it as an employment agency, 
more than anything, as far as the incentive for someone to go there? 

Mr. Roma. You can call it like that. 

Senator McNamara. If he can’t get work anyplace else, he goes 
there, and it is a lousy condition, but he has to put up with it because 
he can’t get anything better ? 

Mr. Roman. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Have you advised these people not to do this? 

Mr. Roman. Sir, I receive an average of 50 to 75 complaints a day 
on labor alone. Most of the time I refer them to the Association of 

Catholic Trade Unionists, who have been cooperating with us very 
closely since we started the ‘ampaign, because nobody else ever paid 
any attention to our complaints in this matter. We refer them to 
ACTU, and then they will take care of the matter. They will advise 
properly these workers, because I feel that they are more fit to advise 
them. 

Senator McNamara. In your role, and I am more concerned with 
your role in the thing, are you trying to get other unions, that would 
be legitimate unions, to go in there? Have you asked other unions? 

Mr. Roman. No, sir; I have not. 

Senator McNamara. What are you going to do? Are you going 
to complain about it and attempt to do nothing? You have a big 
group of people. They have some economic pressure. Why don’t you 
try to get them to rebel against this thing. You must do something 
besides write about it. 

Mr. Roman. Senator, I think we have achieved that, with the coop- 
eration of this committee. 
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Senator McNamara. I see no evidence of it. Maybe you think so, 
but I don’t have any evidence of it. 

Mr. Roman. Well, I will say that 8 or 10 shops that have complained 
to us, we have referred them, in turn, to the Association of Catholic 
Trade Unionists. Other locals have come up and organized them, 
and they are getting a much, much better deal. 

Senator McNamara. That is interesting. You hadn’t said that up 
to now. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. If union membership in this situation was volun- 
tary, and not compulsory that they had to join to hold their job, 
there would not be many of them join the union, would there, if it 
was purely a voluntary thing? I am talking about this particulai 
union—229. 

Mr. Roman. With local 229 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Roman. I don’t think that the Puerto Ricans that once tasted 
local 229 will ever accept local 229. 

Senator Curtis. They would be ahead $4 a month and the income 
of the union would be cut off, would it not ? 

Mr. Roman. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Curtis. I think that would be a good way to cure it. 

The CHatrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. On the point that Senator McNamara br ‘ought up, 
about this being an employment agency, there is a provision in the 
contract that states if any vacancy shall occur among the employees 
of the bargaining unit or if the employer shall require additional help, 
then the employer agrees to notify the union of such vacancy. 

Senator McNamara. Is there much turnover? Is there a great 
deal of turnover in these jobs? 

Mr. Roman. Well, Senator, as I mentioned before, once these people, 
these Puerto Ricans, are laid off, they bring new workers and they 
themselves, if they ever are called back, they have to come as new 
workers, too. So there is a constant influx of changing from month 
to month. 

Senator McNamara. It is more or less temporary, although you 
have some there that have been there for many years? 

Mr. Roman. For many years. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. This provision goes on and states that the final de- 
cision, however, as to who shall be employed, is up to the employer 

We have two more witnesses. 

Mr. Thomas Rizzo is our next witness. 

The Cuarmrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Roman. 

Come forward, Mr. Rizzo. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, McNa- 
mara, and Curtis. ) 

The Cuatmrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Rizzo. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF THOMAS A. RIZZO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ROBERT S. PERSKY 


The Cuatrman. Let the record show that Mr. Persky is appearing 
as counsel for this witness, also. 

State your name, place of residence, and business or occupation. 

Mr. Rizzo. Thomas A. Rizzo, 233 Broadw ay, New York City. Iam 
an attorney. 

The Cuatrman. You are an attorney ¢ 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Rizzo, as a volunteer, have you been doing legal 
work for the organization called ACTU ¢ 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes; I have been. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you approached in the end of 1956 by certain 
of the employees of a shop with whom local 229, Archie Katz, had a 
contract ¢ 

Mr. Rizzo. I was not approached by any of the employees, but, 
rather, ACTU referred these employees to me, since they were un- 
happy about the conditions which existed concerning their member- 
ship in local 229. 

Mr. Kennepy. They were unhappy with the arrangements, the deal 
that they had been getting from local 229? 

Mr. Rizzo. That ‘is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, did you agree to advise them ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes; I agreed to advise them, and I agreed to take their 

grievance up before the National Labor Relations Board. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, did you proceed to do that, and did you have any 
contact then with Mr. Marshall M. Miller? 

Mr. Rizzo. Well, the first contact I had with Marshall Miller was 
at the National Labor Relations Board, but I think it is necessary for 
me to, first, give you some background. 

Mr. Kennepy. Please do. 

Mr. Rizzo. There were three shops involved in this dispute with 
local 229, each of these shops belonging to 229. One was the Maken 
Umbrella Co., the second was Andor C o., and the third was Pear! 
Curtains. I had not heard of Marshall Miller at that time. Imme- 
diately after a petition was filed with the National Labor Relations 
Board—and, by the way, the petition, gentlemen, had to do with union 
deauthorization and not as Mr. Miller stated before. 

Mr. Kennepy. What had he described it as? 

Mr. Rizzo. He described it as decertification, and any person in 
the labor movement knows that there is a vast difference between the 
two. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you just tell us the difference between de- 
authorization and decertification and what that meant in this contract ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. Decertification is a proceeding whereby you actu- 
ally throw the union out. I am going to use lay terms now, and you 
have another representative put in its place 

Union deauthorization, as we had in this instance, in these 3 cases, 
has to do with getting 30 percent of the employees to sign a petition 
asking for an election, where the union-security clause is stricken from 
the contract. That is that clause in the contract which says that it is 











4612 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


necessary for employees to belong to the union as a condition of em- 
ployment 30 days after they get into that shop. 

Once you knock that clause out by an election of more than 50 per- 
cent of the employees, then it has the ultimate result of actually 
stopping all dues payments to that union. 

These employees being dissatisfied with local 229 came to me and 
said, “What can we do?” 

I told them, I said, “We will knock out that clause if you can get me 
30 percent of the employees who are willing to go along and ask for 
an election, and if in the election you can win w ith more than 50 per- 
cent of the employees we will knock out that clause and practically 
render the union ineffective. 

One of the employers, a Mr. Cohen, A. G. Cohen, of Maken Umbrella 
Co., called me on the telephone having received notice that this 
petition had been filed by the employees, and asked me “Mr. Rizzo, 
what is this all about ?” 

I proceeded to explain that this was a right between employees 
and local 229, that it had nothing to do with hie. He then stated that 
he would remain neutral, “if this is between the employees and local 
229, I will have nothing to do with it. Let them fight it out by 
themselves.” 

It so happens that the three companies were appearing before the 
National Labor Relations Board on the same day. 

I went down to the National Labor Relations Board and, contrary 
to his promise, Mr. Cohen had, on the night previous, called in his em- 
ployees and told them that by proc eeding with this idea of an election 
they were going to cause themselves a lot of trouble. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was with him at that time? 

Mr. Rizzo. At that time, at the meeting—of course, you realize now 
that what I am telling you is hearsay and you have it confirmed, I 
believe, by affidavits which I submitted to the committee. At that 
time, at that meeting, there was a man I later learned to be one Mar- 
shall Miller, there was also Mr. Cohen, and the employees. 

Mr. Kennepy. Marshall Miller, according to what was reported to 
you and what these affidavits show, appeared with the employer before 
the employees and warned them against this deauthorization, voting 
for the deauthorization ? 

Mr. Rizzo. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under the law, is that an unfair labor practice ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes: I consider it to be an unfair labor practice. 

During the hearings, the informal hearings, I realized that there 
was this Marshall Miller, the first contact I had with them, who was 
representing the boss, and local 229 was involved in the first hearing. 

In the second hearing, the same thing occured, 229 involved, local 
929, and for the boss was Marshall Miller. 

I became a bit suspicious, and I asked Mr. Cohen “Mr. Cohen, how 
did you get this Marshall Miller?” 

First he hesitated and then he said, “I looked him up in the red 
book” the classified telephone book, “and I looked for the labor con- 
sultant and there he was. So I picked him out of the red book.” 

Then Mr. Marshall Miller joined the conversation. 

Do you want me to go on as to what happened ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Just on the main point. 
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He appeared as representing the employer before the board and at 
that time, did he oppose the deauthorization ? 

Mr. Rizzo. He most strongly opposed the deauthorization pro- 

ceeding. In fact, when I asked Mr. Cohen, “Why did you call the 
employees together to give them a lecture on this, ” he said, “I did this 
on advice of counsel.” I said, “Who is that?” He said, “Mr. Marshall 
Miller. From now on I do what he tells me to do.” 

Mr. Krennepy. At this same time, in this same period, starting in 
early 1956 and 1957, at the same time Mr. Miller was appearing with 
Mr. Archie Katz to Mr. Roman as a representative of Archie Katz 
and local 229. Why were you familiar with that? Did you know 
that that was going on at this very time? 

Mr. Rizzo. Only from hearsay, only from what I heard. 

Mr. Kennepy. And when they appeared on a television program, 
Mr. Miller attempted to—— 

Mr. Rizzo. To pass himself off as a labor consultant for local 229. 

Mr. Kennepy. And attempted to offer gifts to the charity of Mr. 
Roman; is that right ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yeu: I heard about that. But more important to me 

was the fact that Jose Roman had been writing articles against 
229 and now 229 was offering him a job on a newspaper. 

Mr. Kennepy. From the experience that you have had, is the con- 
tract that exists between the employers and local 229 fair to the 
employees ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Definitely not. You see, some contracts say one thing 
and something entirely different is done. Aside from the wages, 
let us prese ind that for a moment, let us look at the welfare benefits, 
supposed welfare benefits. 

Immediately after this episode on television with Jose Roman, 
in which he was offered a job with local 229’s newspaper, suddenly 
articles in that newspaper stopped against 229 and Miller began writ- 
ing articles for that newspaper. I though this was kind of strange. 
To date I have not been able to determine why or who swung the in- 
fluence that stopped this newspaper from writing articles against local 
229 and Archie Katz. 

This newspaper carried articles showing this wonderful man, 
Archie Katz, whom Mr. Miller said was a fine man in the labor move- 
ment and he knew nothing wrong. I learned later that he had two 
convictions. Suddenly they had these articles showing that there 
was a hospital that the people could go to. In looking into this, I 
found out sure, they can have glasses made and sure they can go for 
certain medical treatment, provided they paid for it. To me I don’t 
think this is any fair contract to anyone. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand from the testimony of the previous 
witness, Mr. Roman, that Mr. Miller was allowed to write these arti- 
cles on the basis that he passed himself off as a consultant to the 
State of New York Joint Legislative Committee. 

Did you have any other contact with Mr. Miller after that? 

Mr. Rizzo. No, after that I had no contact with Mr. Miller, until 
these hearings began. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you know that Archie Katz during this period 
of time was sharing office space with Mr. Tony “Ducks” Corallo? 

Mr. Rizzo. Only ‘from hears say and what I read. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you know the relationship between Tony “Ducks” 
Corallo and Archie Katz? 

Mr. Rizzo. I do not. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Curtis. I have one thing. 

Mr. Rizzo. May I add one thing before, because I would like to 
settle something that is very important which came up in these hear- 
ings, concerning some of the doubletalking done by Mr. Miller today. 
He stated that an election was held in which 15 persons had voted 
on this union deauthorization in Maken Umbrella, and that the em- 
ployees had lost because it was not considered a majority. However, 
he fails to go on and tell you why that was not a majority. He fails 
to tell you that prior to the election suddenly there was a stream of 
layoffs in the shop, so that the Association of Catholic Trade Union- 
ists had to go out with trucks and automobiles searching for these 
people throughout the city and couldn’t get them all to the election, 
that actually the vote at that election was 15 to throw out the union and 
5 in favor of it, 3 to 1, which, if we could have gotten to the rest of 
the employees—and we are now, by the way, putting in protest against 
that election because of that, and it was threats that they constantly 

made, “If we want to, we won’t have anybody in that shop tomorrow.” 

Senator Curtis. You feel that this procedure to deunionize the 
company, to take compulsory membership out of the contract, that 
that is one available present method of breaking the hold of unions 
who grant no service but the members are compelled to pay the dues? 

Mr. Rizzo. Definitely, and a most effective one. It is the most 
efiective one. It is the best they can do when you consider the differ- 
ence between deauthorization and decertification. 

There are certain instances where you would have trouble. 

Senator Curtis. The procedure that you follow there puts the 
membership on a voluntary basis rather than a compulsion that they 
lose their job? 

Mr. Rizzo. That is provided no one interferes, it is voluntary. 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. And, if it is voluntary, then the union must make 
its appeal on the merits of its services and the accomplishments for 
workers ? 

Mr. Rizzo. That is right. That is where they go to the workers 
and say, “We are giving you something. Now keep us in there,” 
and the employees say, “You haven’t given us what you promised us. 
You don’t give us a fair shake. Consequently, we are throwing you 
out and we are not giving you any more dues.” 

Senator McNamara. May I take it from there? 

When you arrive at this position, you have no union, and the em- 
ployer is compelled to pay $40 a week ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes; the contract, may I state this—— 

Senator McNamara. There would be no contract. 

Mr. Rizzo. Only that clause is knocked out. The rest of the con- 
tract remains intact. T hey continue with their salar ies. In fact, one 
of the things—and I want to bring this out because I think a lot of 
this is pertinent to some of the things that. were said here today—one 
of the things that was said to me during the conversation, and I am 
ready to back it up with a witness, one of the things that was said 
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to me by Mr. Marshall Miller immediately after one of the hearings 
was this: “Mr. Rizzo, you are not proceeding correctly. Why don’t 
you go to George Meany and give him your complaints. These Puerto 
Ricans are not worth more than $35 or $40 a we veek. If you bring a 
proceeding and this union is knock another union 
will come in and cause us more trouble. We are aon along fine 
with local 229 and we want to keep them there.” 

Senator McNamara. The point is, after they quit paying dues to 
the union, there will be no union, will there? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. 

Senator McNamara, This same union will remain, even if they get 
no dues? 

Mr. Rizzo. That is right. You hit the point there. What union 
will go in to represent people that are not paying dues? You more 
or less take out some of the inducement for going in there. 

Senator McNamara. I agree with you. You and I are certainly 
agreed. When you wind up with all of this with no union, you are 
going to wind up with $40 a week, are you not? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. What have you done for your people? 

Mr. Rizzo. Now, we have gotten rid of what I consider phony 
unions. Once we do that—that is ACTU. You see my job is fin- 
ished once that is done. ACTU, then, tried to find some legitimate 
unions, and says, “Look, if you want to become members of unions, 
here is a list of good unions. They will fight for your rights. They 
will not sell you down the river.” 

Senator McNamara. I was wondering about your long-range pro- 
gram. Now, tell me about this election that you engaged in, where 
you went to the proper Government agency. Did you win the elec- 
tion or lose it, or what happened ¢ 

Mr. Rizzo. Well, we had a trial of the issues concerning jurisdic- 
tion. I beat them in the jurisdictional question. The first. election 
was held with Maken Umbrella Co. We are still waiting on the 
other two. 

What happened was that just before the election, a few weeks prior 
to the election, suddenly there were layoffs, and, as you know, the 
Puerto Rican people, being people with very little money, sometimes 
are compelled to move from one place to another to go to the lower 
rental. It is very diflicult to find these people. 

Senator McNamara. Did you win the election at the National Labor 
Relations Board or did you lose it ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Senator, actually I would say we won it, 15 to 5. The 
actual effect of it is that we lost. Fifteen voted to throw that clause 
out. Five voted not to throw it out. 

Towever, they choose a certain number of employees as of a certain 
date. You see, it was not considered a majority of the employees 
previously employed. But if you fire them, or what they call layoff, 
and they go to all parts of the city and you can’t find these people, 
you can’t bri ing them into that election. ¢ Yonsequently, although the 
majority in that shop, really, and there were 20 there, 15 voted against 
the clause, although 15 wanted that clause out, that clause cannot be 

taken out because of these practices, practices by the employer, and 
iat what Mr. Cohen tells me, at the instance of Mr. Marshall Miller. 
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Senator McNamara. I do not understand how this Government 
agency can rule that way. 

“Mr. Rizzo. It isthe law. 

Senator McNamara. The law is that you have to take into consid- 

eration employees who were then not employed because of their 
serio employment ? Is that the point ¢ 

Mr. Rizzo. Well, as of a certain date. 

Senator McNamara. There was no strike, no labor trouble, or 
anything ? 

Mr. Rizzo. No labor trouble whatsoever. 

Senator McNamara. I do not know how these other employees get 
in there. 

Mr. Rizzo. Suppose today you have 28 people working in your shop. 

Senator McNamara. Let us take an actual case. Can we not discuss 
the terms of this actual situation, rather than discuss it on the basis 
of a hypothetical case ? 

Mr. Rizzo. All right. 

Senator McNamara. I think it would be much more help to the 
committee. 

Mr. Rizzo. I think it would be more burdensome. I have a list 
of the actual employees and how we had to go around and try to round 
them up. 

Senator McNamara. What date is this that you are talking about? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rizzo. For instance, here we had a case in Maken Umbrella 
where they figure that the number of employees on which they are 
going to figure it on, say, 2 weeks before the election is to take plac e, 
there are 38 } employees. Now, everybody is put on notice as to when 
that election is to take place. Let us say 2 weeks hence. 

There are 38 persons who the Nations al Labor Relations Board will 
consider as the persons who are to vote. Immediately, 38 is the 
number. 

On the date of the election, there are only 20 employees. The boss 
knows he has five in his hip pocket. Having five in his hip pocket, he 
knows no matter how you vote he will win the election, no matter what 
the results. 

The rules say a majority of the 38. So when Mr. Marshall Miller 
says they had an election but a majority did not vote to throw out the 
clause, there is only a semblance of truth in that, but it is not all truth. 

Senator McNamara. You had all of the 38? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. But you could not locate them ? 

Mr. Rizzo. We would go to one address and they would move. 

There was even one in there that we challenged and had it thrown 
out. You would see a bunch of addresses in one neighborhood and 
when somebody comes in from Queens, you realize somehting is wrong. 

Senator McNamara. You conclude that this is collusion between 
the management and the union that caused this condition to be brought 
about ? 

Mr. Rizzo. This is the only conclusion that I could reach. 

Senator Curtis. Did those men and women have to pay an initiation 
fee over again after that layoff ? 

Mr. Rizzo. That is something I have never had anything to do 
with, Senator, I couldn’t give you a truthful answer. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Do you do this work on a voluntary basis? 

Mr. Rizzo. Definitely. I don’t take a penny for any of the work 
that I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. All of the work that you have done for these people 
you have done on a voluntary basis ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. In fact, it has cost me money. 

Mr. CuarrmMan. Thank you very much. 

Call the next witness. 

Do you want these affidavits made exhibits ? 

Mr. Rizzo. Yes. 

The Cuairman, These affidavits may be made exhibit 119. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit 119”, for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Miller discussed a $10,000 fee that he contem- 
plated getting from a group of employers to represent them. The 
testimony that he gave in connection with that fee is different from the 
information that we have and have developed. 

We have a witness here who will testify regarding the conversation 
that he had with Mr. Miller in connection with the $10,000 fee and 
the point that it was the association that decided not to hire Mr. Miller, 
rather than Mr. Miller deciding not to take the $10,000. It is a 
question of whether you want to go into it. 

The Cuatrman. As I see it, it will only be a question of credibility. 

Is there anything else? 

Mr. Kennepy. It is a question of credibility, and it is a question of 
what Mr. Miller was doing during this period of time as a consultant 
in this important organization up in New York. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, it would be a conflict of interest. 

Mr. Kennepy. And his whole activity. He came down, of course, 
requesting to appear and testify before the committee on the basis that 
his integrity and honesty had been affected. 

The Cuarrman. Very well, we will call him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Knapp. 

The Cuatrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall the truth and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Knapp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF STANLEY KNAPP 


The CuHamman. State your name, your residence, and your business 
or occupation. 

Mr. Knapp. My name is Stanley Knapp. I live at Sands Point, 
Long Island. Iam president of Edward’s Employment Agency at 73 
Warren Street, Manhattan. 

(Present at this point were Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Knapp, we had some testimony from Mr. Miller 
regarding a conversation he had with Max Simon. Do you know 
Mr. Max Simon? 

Mr. Knapp. I met him once. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you personally have any conversations with Mr. 
Miller ? 

Mr. Kwapp. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us how they came about? 
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Mr. Knapp. I was at Senator Ostrander’s public hearing on the 
Hatfield bill at the hotel and, of course, on the dais they present all the 
members and they introduce all the members to the audience. 

Mr. Kennepy. Members of what? 

Mr. Knarr. Members of the committees. It was a mixed commit- 
tee, the assembly and the senate committee on the Hatfield bill. 

Senator Ives. What was the Hatfield bill ? 

Mr. Knapp. A bill for the regulation of employment agencies. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did they introduce Mr. Miller at that time? 

Mr. Knapp. They introduced everybody at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Miller was one introduced ? 

Mr. Knapp. He was the last one introduced. 

Mr. Kennepy. He was introduced as a representative of that com- 
mittee that was considering this bill? 

Mr. Knapp. He was introduced as a labor consultant for the 
committee. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they were the committee considering this bill ? 

Mr. Knapp. Yes. 

Senator Ives. What committee was that? 

Mr. Kwarp. Senator Ostrander’s committee. 

Senator Ives. A joint legislative committee ? 

Mr. Kwarp. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Go ahead. You saw him on the dais? 

Mr. Knapp. The next time I met that man was at a cocktail party. 
It was given by one of our members in honor of an incoming president. 
As I walked in the door, I was introduced to Mr. Miller for the first 
time face to face. 

I met other people there. After a while, somebody suggested, I 
am not sure who because I had too much to drink, “Why don’t you 
contact Mr. Miller? He seems to have a lot of influence.” 

I said, “Well, I may do that.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Who said that to you? 

Mr. Kwnarrp. I am not sure. It could have been Mr. Simon. It 
could have been any one of the boys there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you think it was an employer, or was it somebody 
connected with the government ? 

Mr. Knapp. There were no employers there. There were news- 
papermen there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it somebody connected with the government? 

Mr. Knapp. No. It was one of our agency owners, licensees, I 
imagine. There were about 20 of them there. 

I called Mr. Miller and asked him if I could talk to him. He said 
he was going away, but could give me a few minutes. I went up to 
his office and the first thing I said to Mr. Miller is, “We have a public- 

relations and labor-relations problem. Our industry always had it. 
We are trying to do something about it. Could we retain you, or 
would there be a conflict of interest?” 

He said, “No, there would be no conflict of interest whatsoever.” 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there discussed at that time some of the work 
to be done? 

Mr. Knarr. No. That is the first thing I aked him, about the con- 
flict of interest. I said, “We are presenting a bill ourselves and we 
need help. You seem to know a lot about labor and management and, 
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after all, you are the consultant to this committee. Could you help 
us?” 

He said, “Well, I will work with you.” I said, “How much will 
this thing cost?” He said, “$10,000 per year.” Not a one-shot affair. 
I said to him, “$10,000?” And he said, “Yes.” 

I said, “Well, we are a poor organization, but,” I say, “let me talk 
to some of the men and I will let you know.” 

I never called him, never saw him again until today. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairm: in, may I interrupt here ? 

What time oy ear was this ¢ 

Mr. Knarr. AroundJuly. About the first week of July. 

Senator Ives. You were talking about what kind of a bill? 

Mr. Knarr. Iw as talking about : a bill thatl intended to present. 

Senator Ives. I thought you said at the start you were talking about 
the Hatfield bill. 

Mr. Kwarr. The Hatfield bill had been put down. So far as I was 
concerned, it was dead for this past year. 

Senator Ives. If it was dead, there was no legislature in session, the 
bill was completely dead and there was no bill before any committee 
at that time. 

Mr. Kwnarp. I know it. 

Senator Ives. What did this joint legislative committee have to do 
with it? 

Mr. Kwarr. Nothing. 

Senator Ives. Exactly. That legislative committee so far as I know 
never had anything to do with employment agencies. It did not when 
1 was chairman, and I do not know what they are doing with them now. 

Mr. Knapp. The Hatfield bill was considered in January. 

Senator Ives. That is not a standing committee, that legislative com- 
mittee isnot. It reports out no bills whatsoever. 

Mr. Knapp. Senator, I don’t know these things. 

Senator Ives. You live in New York, do you not? 

Mr. Knapp. That is right. 

Senator Ives. You deal with the New York Legislature; do you 
not ? 

Mr. Knapp. And I was at a public hearing when they were talking 
about the benefits, or the why’s and wherefore’s of the Hatfield bill, 
and I was there at the time. 

Senator Ives. That committee was at that time? 

Mr. Kwaprp. That is right. 

Senator Ives. What time was the hearing ? 

Mr. Knapp. The hearing, I believe, was in May or April. 

Senator Ives. That is impossible. There was no Hatfield bill be- 
fore them at that time. The bill was dead. 

Mr. Kwnarvp. There was a Hatfield bill in November, I know that. 

Senator Ives. There was not a Hatfield bill in November because 
the legislature was not in session. There was no Hatfield bill in 
existence at that time. There may have been a Hatfield bill at some 
time, but not then. I know something about the legislature of the 
State of New York myself. I was a member of it for ‘17 years. 

Mr. Knapp. That is right, Senator. 

Senator Ives. All right. 

Mr. Kwnarr. I am not arguing the points of the Hatfield bill. I am 
saying what was there. Iam not a politician. 
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Senator Ives. I know the Hatfield bill was not there at that time. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Proceed. 

Senator Curris. What year are you talking about? 

Mr. Kwapp. This discussion ? 

Senator Curtis. Yes. 

Mr. Kwapr. This discussion was last month. 

Senator Curtis. This year? 

Mr. Knapp. The one that Mr. Kennedy is talking about. 

Mr. Kennepy. As [ understand your testimony, you were the one 
that raised the question of a conflict of interest ? 

Mr. Kwaprp. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Miller said to you contrary to his testi- 
mony before this committee, Mr. Miller said to you there would not 
be any conflict of interest 

Mr. Knapp. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And—— 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, I hate to interrupt again, but I wish 
to raise the questions as to what the committee or the United States 
Senate itself has to do with a conflict of interest under the New York 
State law. 

I think this particular thing we are in now is strictly a matter of 
New York State law. I think it is strictly a matter for the New York 
State Legislature to determine. If there is anything wrong, I am 
as indignant about it as anybody else and I want it straightened out. 

But I do not think we are exactly the party to supersede the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York in straightening it out. 

The CHatrman. Senator, I do not think the question of the bill in 
the New York Legislature is significant or anything to do with this 
committee. The only question that I see in here is that Mr. Miller 
came down here and gave us some testimony and the question is about 
the way he operates, particularly with reference to these other unions. 

I do not know just what significance it has. He represents, ap- 
parently, the interests of the employers that are in collusion with 
some of these unions to hold down these wages. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, I want to point out that this witness 
is talking about a bill on which there was supposedly a hearing, a 
bill which at the time did not even exist. It could not have existed. 

The CHarman. When was the time you attended what you called 
the committee meeting / 

Mr. Knapp. It was a public hearing. 

The Cuarrman. When? 

Mr. Knapp. I don’t know. There is a record of it, I know. It was 
at the Astor Hotel. 

The Cuatrman. When? Let us get some idea about the time. 
This year, last year ? 

Mr. Knapp. I believe it was September or October of last year, for 
the January legislature. 

The CHatrman. For what? 

Mr. Knapp. For the January legislature. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, I want to point 
out that all legislation dies at the close of every legislative session. 

The CHarrmMan. Apparently this had not been introduced at that 
time. The legislature had not met. 
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Mr. Knapp. I didn’t discuss any bills with Marshall Miller, and 
I didn’t come here voluntarily, Mr. Chairman. I was subpenaed to 
come here. I don’t know why Iam here myself. I had a conversation 
with the man I met once or twice and that’s all. 

It never went through, but I have been here since 9 o’clock this 
morning. I got a subpena at 3 o'clock yesterday afternoon, as the 
first I heard of. 

The Cuairman. That does not tell me when this meeting was sup- 
posed to have been held. 

Mr. Knapp. Which meeting are you talking about? The meeting 
with Marshall Miller? 

The Cuatrman. No. I understand that was about a month ago. 

Mr. Knapp. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. There is some question about the Hatfield hearing. 

Mr. Kwnarp. Do you mean the public hearing? 

The CratrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Knapp. That could be looked up very easily. Maybe Mr. 
O’Donnell has a copy. 

The Cuamman. I thought maybe you could remember the time. 

Mr. Kwarr. I have been to so many meetings I forget them. 

The Cuamman. That was last year? 

Mr. Knapp. Yes. 

The Cuamman. That was the meeting on the Hatfield bill which 
you say was a public hearing? 

Mr. Knapp. That’s right. 

The Cuarrman. I do not know whether it is an official committee 
meeting. Sometimes people proposing legislation have a public meet- 
ing to try and build up sentiment to get support for their bill. 

Mr. Knapp. This was a bill that was to be presented, and we had 
objections to it. Our committee went there to a public meeting. 

‘The Labor Department was there. 

The Cuarrman. It is kind of a citizens’ meeting? 

Mr. Knapp. That is right. They have them every year before the 
legislature starts. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to say that we made an investigation 
of Marshall Miller. Mr. Miller made certain statements to us about 
his veracity, truthfulness and activity. We made an investigation. 
In the course of the investigation, we came across these facts that we 
have presented in the form of affidavits and witnesses. 

One of the other matters that we came across was a conversation 
that Mr. Miller had regarding a $10,000 payment that he was pre- 
pared to receive from this group of employers, and that at the same 
time the bill that they were interested in was to be recommended or 
not recommended by the same committee to whom he was a consultant; 
namely, the State of New York Joint Legislative Committee on In- 
dustrial and Labor Conditions. I did not intend to go into the con- 


flict of interest other than the question that it gets to the veracity, 


truthfulness and honesty of Mr. Marshall Miller, as some of these 
other witnesses bear on that matter. 
The Cuamman. The thing I am interested in and which I think 


this committee is interested in, is Mr. Miller’s operations primarily 


in connection with the unions up there. That is pertinent to this 
inquiry. 
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The other, as I understand it, is a question of credibility. Mr. 
Miller has come down and challenged the veracity of the statements 
made here. 

Senator Ives. Before the witness leaves, I want to point this out, 
that I condemn Mr. Miller if he made any such suggestion regarding 
$10,000 as the witness says. I think that should be looked into very 
carefully by the Legislature of the State of New York, especially 
by that joint committee to which you refer. But I think it is strictly 
within their province and not within ours. 

The Cuatrman. I think that is correct, as to the conversation with 
Mr. Miller. 

There are other activities which have been testified to here that 
Mr. Miller may have engaged in which are of concern to this com- 
mittee and pertinent to this inquiry. 

Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to express my appreciation to Mr. Knapp 
for coming down. 

The Cuoamman. The committee stands in recess until 10: 30 tomor- 
row morning. 

(Thereupon, at 5:50 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10:30 a. m., Thursday, August 15, 1957.) 

(Members of the select committee present at the taking of the 
recess were: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis.) 
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INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 15, 1957 


Unirep STates SENATE, 
SeLect CoMMITTEE ON IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
Lapor oR MANAGEMENT FIELD, 
Washington, D. C. 

The select committee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Irving 
M. Ives, Republican, New York; John F. Kennedy, Democrat, Massa- 
chusetts; Sam J. Ervin, Jr., Democrat, North Carolina; Pat Me- 
Namara, Democrat, Michigan: Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South 
Dakota; Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Jerome 8S. Adler- 
man, chief assistant counsel; Paul J. Tierney, assistant counsel; Wal- 
ter R. May, assistant counsel; Robert E. Dunne, assistant counsel; P. 
Kenneth O’Donnell, assistant counsel; Frank C. Lloyd, investigator ; 
Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will come to order. 

(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session were: Senators McClellan, Ives, Kennedy, and Curtis. ) 

The Cuarrman. The Chair will make a brief statement to place 
the hearings today and the testimony we expect in its proper perspec- 
tive, based upon what has preceded, and the evidence heretofore by the 
committee. 

We have established that there was fraud in procuring the charters 
for a number of teamster locals in New York. We have shown that 
there was fraud in the letters and in the certification of those who were 
declared eligible to vote in joint council 16 election. 

We have also established there was fraud in casting the votes in 
that election for these phony locals. 

We expect to establish that these charters were issued, charters to 
these phony locals, at the request of one Jimmy Hoffa. 

I think we have also developed to date that Johnny Dio’s followers 
were the instruments that were used in perpetrating these frauds. 

Now today we expect to show that Johnny Dio himself participated 
directly in these frauds along with another such character, that of 
Tony “Ducks” Corallo. 

With that background, I thought maybe those interested would be 
able to anticipate and follow the testimony that we hope to develop 
today. 
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Call the first witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have some charts here regarding 
Mr. Tony “Ducks” Corallo, his participation in the labor union 
movement, and his own background and the background of his 
followers. 

Mr. Corallo, just to give a little bit of his backround, came into the 
labor union movement in about 1951. He was an organizer for 
Local 995 of the VAW-AFL. 

Now, over here we have some charts regarding the United Automo- 
bile Workers, AFL, operating in New York. We do not have 995 
on there because 995 was a completely separate entity from the locals 
of the UAW-AFL, controlled by Johnny Dio. It is significant that 
Dio did not control the local that was run and operated by Tony 
“Ducks” Corallo. He operated as a separate entity. 

In 1954, Tony Ducks received a charter, or a charter was granted 
to Local 239 of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters. Corallo 
became vice president of that local, and he remained as vice president 
of Local 995 of the UAW-AFL, and he continued to hold both of 
those positions through 1954, 1955, and 1956, December of 1956 when 
he gave up the charter of local 995. He is still a vice president of 
Local 239 of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters. He con- 
trols a number of other locals in New York. 

He has an interesting background. We understand that he is 
reasonably prominent in the underworld in New York, and we talked 
to 1 employer who had hired him and the employer said that he 
hired him to come into his piace of business once every 2 weeks or so, 
and glare at the employees. We asked him if the employees knew that 
Tony “Ducks” Corallo worked for him, and he said “no; they didn’t,” 
but it was enough to have him just come in and look at them, and that 
would keep them at their work. 

We have a chart here showing the background of his followers, and 
Johnny Dio’s followers. Some of them, people we have already had 
testimony about, and others whose names are less familiar will figure 
more prominently in hearings that are to follow. These are the people 
who played important roles with Johnny Dio and Tony Ducks. 

You can see regarding Corallo that he has been arrested a good 
number of times, and he has avoided being convicted. It is for that 
reason that he has the middle name, or he is called “Ducks,” because 
he was able to duck so many. Some of these people, or at least one of 
them, has been charged with being an accessory to murder, and the 
charges range from bookmaking to that which is the most serious. 

Mr. Chairman, we also have a chart here showing the locals that 
in our estimation or that we can show, are controlled by Tony “Ducks” 
Corallo. Although he is supposedly just a vice president in local 239, 
we believe we have evidence to show that he controls 5 or 6 other 
different locals. 

According to our information, he controls four different teamsters 
locals, and he controls local 995 of the UAW, and he controlled 405 
of the retail clerks, which was operated by Max Chester, and he con- 
trols loca] 229 of the textile workers which is the Archie Katz local, 
which is the local that we had testimony about yesterday in connection 
with Marshall Miller. 

Our first witness, Mr. Chairman, is Mr. Tony “Ducks” Corallo. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Corallo, will you come around, please? 

Mr. Corallo, be sworn. 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Coratxo, I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH 


The CuatrmMan. State your name, your place of business, your resi- 
dence, and your business or occupation. 

Mr. Coratio. My name is Antonio Corallo. I live at 14467 Eighth 
Avenue, Long Island, N. Y. 

The CuHatrrMan. You are also known as Ducks Corallo? 

Mr. Coratxo. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have any business? 

Mr. Coratio. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have any profession ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have any occupation ? 

Mr. Corauxo, I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are you a known racketeer ? 

Mr. Coratvo, I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you have a lawyer? 

Mr. Coratwo. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. That wouldn’t incriminate you. All right, Mr. 
Counsel, you may identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. McDonovuen. My name is Joseph M. McDonough, attorney in 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts for the past 30 years, with offices 
at 6 Beacon Street, Boston. 

The Cuarrman,. Thank you very much. 

Mr. McDonoveu. I have a motion. May I be heard at this time? 

The Cuarrman. Briefly. 

Mr. McDonoven. Under the atmosphere particularly in relation 
to the opening made by counsel for the committee, the witness at this 
time requests a continuance to a later date because certainly the state- 
ments made by counsel and the charts that are exhibited here are 
highly prejudicial from the standpoint at least of this witness obtain- 
ingafairhearing. If this a oe is denied, of course, I will advise the 
witness as to his constitutional rights. 

I further wish to have it recorded in the record of this committee 
that this witness is acting under the advice of counsel, under the pro- 
tective amendments of the Constitution; namely, amendment 1, 
amendment 4, amendment 5, and amendment 6, and also I wish to 
cite to your attention, sir, the Federal Communications Act and any 
violation thereof, and further than that, that even though under 
certain decisions given by the Supreme Court where one takes advan- 
tage of the amendment to the Constitution, that might be considered 
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an admission as to some later tribunal, I still cite to you, sir, that he is 
acting on the advice of counsel, which is not construed to "be an ad- 
mission on his part. 

I just want the record to note that for the furtherance of this 
hearing. 

The CHamrMAN. The Chair has heard counsel’s statement, and I 
am advised by members of the staff that your client was interviewed 
some months ago. We undertook to interview him about these mat- 
ters, and he declined to talk then, and I have no reason to think 
unless you can give me assurances, that he will not take the fifth 
amendment, and "T see no reason to delay it. 

Mr. McDonovuen. Except this, sir, Mr. Chairman, that I again 
point out to you that the opening statement made by counsel for the 
committee, and the highly inflammatory statements that have been in 
the press throughout the Nation, and also the exhibits that are placed 
here before us today immediately in back of the members of the com- 
mittee, certainly wouldn’t be construed or in any way to be considered 
as an adequate preparation for any man who is answering a subpena 
as a witness before this committee. 

The CHarrMAn. He is not on trial. 

Mr. McDonovuen. I realize that. 

The CuarrMan. He is here to give him an opportunity to help this 
committee carry out its assignment. 

Mr. McDonoveu. I realize that, sir. But as an American citizen 
he has inherent rights which the Constitution guarantees to him, and 
I submit those rights are being violated. 

The CHarrmMAn. The Chair overrules the contention. 

Mr. McDonoveu. I would like to have a vote of the full committee, 
if I may. 

The CuarrMan. All those favoring granting the objections and the 
continuance asked by counsel for the witness say “aye.” Is there 
any discussion ? 

Senator Krennepy. I would like to ask the counsel, if he objects 
to the atmosphere of the committee, if this session were held at an- 
other time under different circumstances, would the witness testify ? 

Mr. McDonouen. I believe, under certain circumstances, Senator 
Kennedy, this witness may testify. 

Senator Krennepy. Before we vote on this, we would like to have 
some assurance. Would he answer the questions or would he avail 
himself of his constitutional rights? 

Mr. McDonovau. I am aware of the fact that this committee can- 
not grant immunity. But I am also aware that all I can do is advise 
the client. I have limits to that. That is so far as advice is con- 
cerned. As to what the witness will do, I have to assure the com- 
mittee that I do not know, and all I can do is advise him of his con- 
stitutional rights. 

Senator Ives. May I ask counsel a question. on that? 

Is your client under indictment for anything at the present time? 

Mr. McDonoucu. To my knowledge he is not, Senator Ives. 

Senator Ives. Has he been convicted, or is he convicted at the present 
time of anything, subject to sentence ? 

Mr. McDonovuen. To my knowledge, Senator Ives, he is not, so far 
as I know. 
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Senator Ives. Has he been subpenaed up in New York City, or is 
he under subpena at the present time in New York City? 

Mr. McDonoveu. At present time, to my knowledge he is not, 
Senator Ives. 

Senator Ives. Then I can’t see why he shouldn’t answer. 

Mr. McDonoven. Well, I might cite to you a number of cases of 
the Supreme Court. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any discussion before we vote? 

All right, those favoring the granting of the request of counsel 
on the basis of the statement that he has made, hold up your right 
hand. 

Those opposed hold up your right hand. 

It is unanimous. We will proceed. 

Mr. McDonoveu. I have one other request. 

The Cuaran. Let the record show the vote of four present was 
unanimously in the negative. 

Mr. McDonovcu. During this appearance before the committee, 
might it be suggested by you to the photographers and to the cameras, 
that they desist while this man is testifying? The reason is that this 
man has been sick the last 2 nights, and under rule 8 

The CHarrman. Apparently he is not going to testify and I am 
not going to grant that consideration for a man coming here who won’t 
tell us where he works and what he does. 

Mr. McDonoucu. Under the rules of your committe, as I under- 
stand them, if the man is sick he may make the request and then it 
requires a vote of the full committee to sustain the request or not. 

The Cuatrman. It is in the discretion of the committee at any time 
as to whether it grants the request. 

Mr. McDonoueu. That is true. 

The CuatrrmMan. And the Chair has made a ruling here, and I think 
I have been sustained in it heretofore. When these folks come in 
here and take the fifth amendment, I don’t think a little light or a 
little picture occasionally will detract from them being able to do 
that. 

That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, I can’t see that the witness looks very 
ill. 

Mr. McDonoveH. Sometimes appearances are deceiving, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They are. 

Senator Curtis. I would like to ask the counsel something. Do you 
expect to advise him to decline to testify concerning matters and 
transactions that by reason of the running of the statute of limita- 
tions, he could not possibly be prosecuted ? 

Mr. McDonoven. Do I expect to advise him? I couldn’t pass on 
that question, Senator, until the time arises as to what the question 
is. He is the one who determines that. I can only counsel and ad- 
vise him. The Supreme Court has stated that it is the opinion of 
the witness that counted and not the question. I can advise him 
accordingly as the questions are propounded to bine as to what his 

rights are. 

The CHarrmMan. Gentlemen of the committee, the Chair overrules 
the request to turn off the lights and desist from taking pictures. Is 
there any objection on the part of the membership to the Chair’s 
ruling ¢ 
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Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman, in line with that I want to point out 
that the lights are no tougher on the witness or any witness that comes 
here than they are on us, or on the press, for that m: utter. 

Weare not objecting in any way, shape, or manner. 

The Cuamman. Well, we have to have a ruling here. 

Mr. McDonoven. Your role is a little different than that of the 
witness here, I can assure you of that. 

Senator Curtis. I think the Chair’s ruling is proper and I think we 
should proceed. 

The Cuarmrman. Proceed to interrogate the witness, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. As we understand it, you are vice president of local 
239 of the teamsters at the present time. 

Mr. Coratio. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You do not even respectfully refuse to answer, do 
you. 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully refuse to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the information that we have, you 
have had a record of 12 arrests, dating from 1929, with 5 arrests for 
robbery and 3 on narcotics charges: - is that r ight ? 

Mr. Coraxxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were convicted in 1941 for unlawful possession 
of narcotics. 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And your two chief lieutenants are Charles Kamines- 
sky, also know as Charles Duke, and Mr. Carmine Tramunti, also 

own as “Gribbs”? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Charles Kaminetsky has no legitimate em- 
ployment that can be found, that we know of. Could you tell us what 
his source of income is ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he has a criminal record dating back to 1931 
which includes arrests for vagrancy, felonious assault, robbery and 
burglary, and he received a 1- to 5-year sentence in Sing Sing on 
conviction of being an accessory to a murder in 1938. 

Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Carmine Tramunti is carried on the payrolls 
of the Imperial Trucking Co. as a solicitor. Could you tell us what 
a solicitor is? 

Mr. Coratro. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And his criminal record dates back to December of 
1939, and it is a number of arrests for assaults and robbery. On 
December 8, 1932, he received a 6- to 15-year sentence in Sing Sing for 
felonious assault. 

He was arrested on January 20, 1945, again on charges of felonious 
assault with a gun, and he was discharged on Febru: ary 20, 1945. 
Could you tell us anything about him ? 
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Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 

Mr. Kennepy. His name is Carmine Tramunti and he is also known 
as Gribbs ? 

The CuairmMan. Do you know Carmine Tramunti or Gribbs ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Is he one of your buddies ? 

Mr. Corat1o. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 

ound it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you use him as a strong-arm man to intimidate 
folks ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamrman. How many do you have under your control that you 
use for such purposes? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know Johnny Dio? 

Mr. Corat1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrMan. Does he know you? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. You are in the labor racket business together, are 
you? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curris. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. The counsel 
spoke of the witness’ inherent rights as a citizen and I would like to 
ask the witness, are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Corato. Yes. 

Senator Curtis. Where were you born ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Coratio. In New York. 

Senator Curtis. When ? 

Mr. Coratxo. 1913. 

Senator Curtis. Where did you attend school ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. Have you always lived in New York? 

Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. What was the first occupation that you followed ? 

Mr. Coratso. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. If you were born in 1913, by 1935 you were of age 
and that is 22 years ago. It could not incriminate you. What was 
your first job or ‘employment ? 

Mr. Corato. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. When did you enter the labor movement ? 

Mr. Corat1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 
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Senator Curtis. Are you a veteran of World War IT? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. You are ashamed of it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McDonovucu. Excuse me one moment. The witness did not 
get your question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHamman. He was asked if he is a veteran of World War II 
and he said he declined to answer on the ground it might tend to in- 
criminate him and I asked him if he was ashamed of it. 

Mr. Corat1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand that Mr. Carallo has had sources 
of income that go outside his employment or control over labor unions. 

Coud you tell us about that, Mr. Corallo? 

Mr. Coraiwo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand that all of his operations were out 
of local 229, the union run by Mr. Archie Katz. 

Could you tell us anything about that ? 

Mr. Cora. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have a buddy named Freddie ? 

Mr. Coratwo, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrman. Do you have a business relation with him? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you recognize the person about whom I am 
inquiring ¢ 

Mr. Coraxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrman. Would you recognize his voice? 

Mr. Cora1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. The record will reflect that we have certain record- 
ings of telephone conversations that we secured from the authorities 
in New York by a court order, authorizing the committee to make 
use of them for the purpose of these hearings. 

The recordings were obtained legally under the laws of the State 
of New York and, therefore, we are going to play a recording for 
the record at this time with a very solicitous invitation to the witness 
to listen carefully because there may be something in there that he 
would want to explain or deny or to amplify. 

We will furnish the witness with a copy of the transcription and 
the playing of the record or recording may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I might just say in connection with 
this recording that the only changes that have been made are a beep 
signal instead of profanity. 

Mr. McDonovuen. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
might it be recorded or noted at this time that counsel for the witness 
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wishes to object to the introduction of such recordings and calls to 
your attention that this is a violation of section 605 of the Federal 
Communications Act of 1934. 

I respectfully further call to your attention the case of Noden v. 
United States (802, p. 379), and Olmstead v. The United States (277, 
p. 438). ; 

The CuatrmMan. The purpose of this hearing is to get information 
upon which the Congress may predicate legislation. This is not a 
criminal trial. 

Proceed with the recording. 

Mr. McDonoveu. Except that the committee is bound by the rules 
of evidence, the rules of which are governed by Supreme Court de- 
cisions. 

The Crramman. Well, this committee is not bound by all of the rules 
of law governing criminal trials. 

Mr. McDonovuan. The legality of that is determined by a court. 

The CrarrMan. Sir, your objections are overruled. 

Proceed with the recording. 

(The transcript of telephone conversation between Antonio “Ducks” 
Corallo and one “Freddie” on February 2, 1955, is as follows :) 


CorALLo. Oi, yoi, yoi, yoi, yoi. They got Freddie? 

If they got Freddie, they got the bankroll. 

They took the money? 

Freppie. Hello? Hello? 

CoraLLo. Freddie? 

Freppir. Yes. 

CorALLo. What happened? 

Freppiz. Oh, them same people. 

CoraLLo. They didn’t get the money; did they? 

Freppir. No. 

CoraLtito. No money? 

Freppirk. Huh? 

CorALlto. No money? 

FreppIe£. Not a penny they got. 

CorRALLO. We didn’t get stuck; did we? 

Freppic. Do you mean in the game? 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

Freppiz. They were losing about 1,200. 

CorALLo. They were losing about 1,200. 

Freppie. I just got back from court. 

CoraLLo. Did they hold anybody? 

FREDDIE. No. 

CoraALLo. Nobody, huh? 

Freppiz. Nobody. 

CorALLo. What youdo with that rat————? He done it again, huh? 

Freppir. You know who it is? 

CoraLLo. Yeah. 

Freppir. Yeah. 

CoraLtLo. What did he say? 

Freppir. He wanted to whack me in the head with an ax. He said, “Show 
me where the thing is or I will whack you with this ax.” 

CoraLLo. He whacks his ———— and the whole police department. 

Frepprie. I said, “Why don’t you get the ———— away from me with that kind 
of talk?” 

You know? I said “I don’t even know what the you are talking about.” 

CorALLo. He’d whack you on the head, huh? 

FreppIgE. Huh? 

CoraLio. He’d whack you on the head with an ax? 

Freppie. Yeah. 

CorALLo. The yellow rat ————. 
ao He couldn’t find the place, ya know. They knew it was there, ya 

Ow. 
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CoRALLo. Huh? 

Freppre. He couldn’t find the place. 

CorALLo. He couldn’t find the what? 

Freppie. The cellar. You know. 

CorALLo. How did he find it? 

Freppre. He find—they knew it was there, ya see? They caught me upstairs 
with the two kids that own the store, ya know, so they had the cops there, 

CoraLLo. They had the cops? 

Freppie. Yeah, they had the cops there. The cops were watching us. They 
busted right in there. He said, “Where is that place or I’ll whack you with this 
right over your head.” 

CoraLLo. He whacks his mother. She has a big enough ; 

Freppik. I said, “Who are you? What are you, crazy?” He said, “You know 
who Iam.” I said, “No, I don’t know who you are,” ya know. He said, “If you 
don’t know, well, I am telling you,” ya know. 

CoraL_Lo. Who is he? 

FReppi£. He told me they were police officers. I told him, “What are you 
coming to me for? What are you, crazy?” I said, “I just come from the movies 
around the corner. I live in the neighborhood. I stop here for a cup of coffee 
with the people that own this place.” 

CoraLo. They held nobody, huh? 

Freppiz. No. 

CorALLo. He is going to come again, he says? 

Freppig. I don’t know, Tony. He was pretty good after that, ya know. 

CoRALLO. He was pretty good? 

Freppiz. The son of a . He didn’t try to hold—he said he was going to 
hold me for maintaining. He said, ‘“You’re the boss.” I said, “What are you 
going to make me, the boss of the house?” 

CoraL_Lo. Did you tell him? 

Freppie. Yeah. 

CoraL_Lo. Did you tell him he was going to make you the boss of the 

Frepptie. “What are you going to make me, the boss of the house?” 

CorALLo. What did he say to that? 

FRreppi£. He started to laugh. 

CorALLO. He laughed, huh? 

Freppiz. He gave me some frisk, though. If he found the money, he would 
have held me. 

CoraL_o. He didn’t find it? 

Freppi£. No; I had it in my shoe. 

CORALLO. O. K. 

Freppir. O. K., boy? 

CorALLo. All right. 

Freppiz. I am going to lay down for a while. O. K., Tony? 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this recording was made on February 
2, 1955, at the same time that Mr. Corallo was listed as a vice president 
of local 239 of the teamsters. We have a witness here that can identify 
Mr. Corallo’s voice on that recording. 

The CHarrmMan. Maybe Mr. Corallo will save us having to put on 
that witness. Would you like to identify your voice, Mr. Corallo? 

Mr. Coratwo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You would not want to identify the other voice and 
tell us who “Freddie” is? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. All right; let us have the witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Laurendi. 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI 


The CuatrrmMan. You have been previously sworn ? 
Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarrMan. You will remain under the same oath, and you may 
roceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you identify yourself ? 

Mr. LAurenpt. Detective Natale Laurendi, shield No. 2021, in New 










- York City Police Department, assigned to the district attorney’s office 
squad, New York County, Capt. Frederick W. Haynes, commanding. 
y Mr. Kennepy. This recording that you have just hear; you are 
is familiar with it, are you? 
Mr. Lavurenn1. I have heard the call previously. 
W Mr. Kennepy. And it was obtained through a court order with the 
u cooperation of District Attorney Hogan, was it not? 
Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; it was. 
- Mr. Krennepy. And have you followed the recording on the tran- 
23 script ¢ 
‘e Mr. Lavrenpr. Yes; I have. 
Mr. Kennepy. And is it an accurate transcript of the recording? 
Mr. Laurenpt. It is, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Can you identify the voices of the recording ? 
Mr. Laurenpr. I can identify the voice of Antonio Corallo. 
Mr. Kennepy. And the voice that is listed, or the name that is 
2 listed in the transcript as Tony Corallo’s words are, in fact, the voice of 
Tony Corallo? 
Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir; they are. 
Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us about the transcript? It dis- 
? cusses the fact that they hid the money in the shoe at this crap game; 
is that right ? 
Mr. Laurennt. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us if this place was raided again 
ld by the price department ! 
Mr. Lavurenpr. Originally it was raided, and arrests were made, 
and I think the press had a report of that. 
Mr. Kennepy. And was it subsequently raided again ? 
Mr. Lavrenpi. I do not believe it was at that location, because 
these floating crap games usually change locations. 
Mr. Kennepy. Do you know if it was raided at a different loca- 
'Y tion ? 
. Mr. Lavrenot. I believe it was. 
y Mr. Kennepy. And do you know at that time whether they did 
search the shoe ¢ 
- Mr. Lavrenpt. I don’t know whether they did. 
Mr. Kennepy. We understand, Mr. Chairman, that the next time 
Y that the raid was conducted all of the bankroll was picked up. 
id TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
y JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 





The Cuamman. This is your place of business, referred to in this 
transcript of this recording of the telephone conversation ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I refuse to answer. 

The Cuatrman. Were you using union funds to operate it? 

Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 


The Cuartrman. Is that a part of your activities as an officer in a 
union ? 
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Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Did it have any connection with the unions you 
were affiliated with ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. Well, if there were union funds, do you not think 
the members might have a little interest in it ? 

Mr. Corto. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions? 

Senator Curtis. Do you mind if I ask the detective a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. You referred to this place, where the telephone 
conversation referred to. What place is it? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. I don’t know the exact location, sir, but I think it 

yas somewhere in the Bronx on Audubon Avenue. The location 
would be reflected in the files of the New York City Police Depart- 
ment. 

Senator Curtis. You, personally, do not have those records? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have some other recordings deal- 
ing with the control of various locals by Mr. Anthony “Ducks” 
Corallo. The first call that we wish to play is dated October 28, 1954, 
and shows several things. The call is a call from Corallo ‘to Al 
Reger, who was secretary-treasurer of loud 522 of the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters. 

It shows, No. 1, that Mr. Reger looks to Mr. Corallo for instruc- 
tions. No. 2, it also shows that Mr. Cor: illo, although a vice presi- 
dent of the teamsters himself, namely, local 239, was unfamiliar with 
the procedure that needed to be followed in certain matters dealing 
with teamster affairs. 

Senator Curtis. I would like to ask counsel a question. Teamsters 
local 522—-what sort of driversarethey? What industry? 

Mr. Kennepy. The lumber yards. I might say, about Al Reger, 
he has just been indicted and convicted of extortion within the period 
of the past few weeks. 

Mr. McDonoven. Might it be noted, Mr. Chairman and members 
of the committee, at this time, that, if I might borrow an expression 
or a statement made by a member of your committee yesterday, 
namely, Senator Ives, this is purely a matter intrastate rather than 
interstate, that New York authorities, if any, should be cognizant 
of the situation, and they alone should be the ones to pass on this. 
We strenuously object to it, so far as this witness is concerned. 

As I understand the purposes of this committee, these hearings are 
on irregular practices in the management or labor field. I don’t know 
about a crap game having anything to do with management or labor. 
Certainly, this is a matter that is within the purview of New York 
State or New York City alone. It has nothing to do with the United 
States Senate. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is a rather narrow view of it, you know. 
After all, if they were using union funds in this crap game up there, 
it might be of great concern, not only to the union members, but also 
to the Senate of the United States. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the attorney raised a question about 
the legality of wiretaps and their use. I want to bring to your at- 
tention the case of the United States v. Frank Costello, in the second 
circuit court of appeals: 


The fruit of any 1925-26 taps is admissible. The wiretaps in 1943 were done 
by State officers without FBI connivance. They are admissible in a Federal 
court, and the fruit of them, if similarly obtained without Federal connivance, is 
also admissible. 

Mr. McDonoven. Mr. Kennedy, would you cite me the citation on 
that, please ? 

Mr. Kennepy. United States v. Frank Costello, just decided. 

Mr. McDonovuen. If you will look up the case of Olstead v. The 
United States, and Argonne v. The United States, you see that it is 
a violation of the Federal Communications Act of 1934. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am just telling you that this court holds differently. 
This is a cireuit-court decision. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We are going to hear them, so let us 
proceed. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, the question has been raised as 
to whether this is just the business of New York State. I understand 
that Al Reger, involved in this conversation with Mr. Corallo, was an 
officer in local 522, which had offices and actions involving both the 
State of New Jersey and New York, and, therefore, it was interstate, 
and, therefore, is a Federal responsibility. 

The CuarrMan. It is a Federal responsibility where any union com- 
plies with the law and receives the benefits of the National Labor Re- 
lations Board. It does not matter whether the business is intrastate 
or interstate. We have an obligation where we require them to file, 
und they do file, and get the benefit of the services provided by the 
Federal Government. Certainly, the Federal Government and this 
committee have jurisdiction to look into the operations. Let us pro- 
ceed. 

(Transcript of telephone conversation between Anthony “Ducks” 
Corallo and Al Reger on October 28, 1954, is as follows:) 

ANTHONY CORALLO. Hello, Al? 

AL Recer. Yeah. 

CoRALLO. Listen——— 

Recer. Yeah. 

CorRALLO. Our friend in the office—— 

Recer. Yeah. 

CoRALLO. Huh? 

Recer. Our friend? 

CoRALLO. Huh? 

ReGeER. Our friend here? 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

ReGer. Which one—G. B. or Hickey? 

CoRALLo. Naw—G. 

Recer. He’s here—— 

CorALLO. All right, listen. Now, if they’re ready to accept you-—— 

Recer. Yeah? 

CoRALLO. You hear. This old guy is sending letters. 

ReGer. Who? 

CoraALLo. The old guy here. 

Reeer. Yeah? 

CorALLO. He’s sending letters that you're cut in half. 

REGER. I know; I tri—— 

CorALLo. They're ready to accept you if one of them guys—let that guy there 
send a telegram over there to them to send it to the joint council in Jersey to have 
them wipe—that you're O. K. 





4636 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR 


Reeer. Who? You want Hickey to send it, or George? 

CoRALLO. No; so let George send her. 

ReGeER. Have him tell it that what? 

CorALLo. Let George—— 

Recer. Yeah? 

CoRALLO. Call one of the guys from Washington. 

Recer. Yeah. 

CoRALLO. Anybody. 

Recer. We did that once bef 

CoRALLO. No, no; now, now, now—they waited. 

Recer. Well, what should Washington do? 

CoraLLo. Washington just sends the charter a telegram that you're O. K. inte 
the joint council. 

Recer. The New Jersey council. 

CorALLo. That you're O. K. 

Recer. Yeah, 

CorALLo. With your charter. That it ain’t cut. Just say you're O. K. with 
your charter 

Recer. Hold on a half a second, huh? Will you hold on? 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

Recer. Where can I reach you in an hour? 

CoRALLO. Well, listen—— 

Recer. I’m going in and talk to Tom. George says he'll do it; get somebody 
in here to call Washington. He don’t know if they’ll do a thing like that. 

CoRALLO. All I—he don’t know if they’ll do it? 

Recer. There’s a question he could—look, this is a—first of all my charter 
has not been cut. What is happening is that Lacey is trying to cut my charter 
in half. 

CoRALLO. I know that. 

Recer. Right. Now, my charter has not been touched by the international 
yet—they have not sent me any communication; they have not sent Hickey any; 
not sent Baldanzi any; there’s not been any communication out that says my 
charter has been cut 

CoRALLO. Well, listen——— 

Recer. Yeah. 

CoRALLO. They want to accept you; all they want is somebody to send a tele 
gram from Washington to say that it’s O. K.—— 

Recer. The last time the same thing happened. We sent one and after we 
sent one we were left holding the bag. 

CorRALLO. Well, this just happened now—now, th—— 

Recer. It happened the last time the same thing. 

CoRALLO. Could—could you-—— 

Recer. I went to Washin—I went down there and had it sent the last time 
and after I had it sent the guy says to me, I know, what kind of 

CorRALLO. Hello? 

Recer. Hello. 

CorALLo. Just send a letter—the telegram—to Larry McGinley. 

Recer. That what? 

CorRALLO. From the joint council in Jersey. 

Recer. Yeah; I know who Larry McGinley is 

CoraL.Lo. All right; just let somebody from Washington send it to him that 
it’s O. K.; that’s all. 

Recer. That what’s O. K.? 

CoraLLo. That it’s not cut; you know, that you—that it’s O. K. for you to 
work. 

Recer. I got my charter hanging right here. Of course, it’s O. K. 

CoraLLo. No, look——— 

Recer. I also wa—— 

CoraLLo. What you're saying. Hello. Don’t say nothing about cut—— 

Recer. All right. 

CoRALLO. Just say, send a telegram that it’s O. K. for you to work. You 
know—that’s all. And here the tele— 

Recer. Listen to—Tony, list for a minute, huh? 

CoRALLO. Wha—— 

Recer. I—I—I—I don’t want to—I—I—-I—I’'m not bucking you on a question; 
I want to explain it to you. I got my charter hanging here, wh—and there’s 
nothing been issued in any form whatsoever which says that my charter—How 
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about the eastern conference itself? If they notified the Jersey council we’re 
not functioning in those States. 

CoRALLO. Well, who’s the eastern conference? 

Recer. The Eas—the New York Office of the eastern conference. 

CoRALLO. The New York of—well, you know the old b——ain't going to send 
a telegram. 

Recer. Who? Hickey? 

CORALLO. No. 

Recer. Lacey? 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

Recer. I don’t care about Lacey. He don’t control the eastern conference; 
he’s just a—— 

CorRALLO. Wait a while; we don’t want Hickey to send it. 

Recer. What? 

CoRALLO. We want anybody in Washington to send it. Anybody. 

ReGER. Oh, anybody but Tom. 

CorALLo. Yeah. Don’t you understand? 

Recer. Baldanzi? 

CorALLO. Listen. 

Recer. Yeah. 

CoraLLo. Tell Baldanzi to get Gibbons to send it and to get Einar Mohn to 
send it or get [inaudible] to send it—anyone, you hear? 

Recer. Yeah. 

CorALLO. Anyone. Just send a telegram that it’s O. K. for you to work. You 
listening? 

Recer. Anybody at all? 

CoraALLo. Anybody from there in Washington. 

ReEGER. Remember now 

CorALLo. Anybody. 

Recer. Right. 

CorALLo. Anybody. 

Recer. I’m stopping what I’m doing and I’m going to Washington. 

CorRALLO. Right now? 

Recer. Yeah; right after our meeting tonight. 

CorRALLO. All right. Then he'll get a telegram tomorrow? Right? 

Recer. Sure; I’m going to take care of it right now. 

CoRALLO (to side party). He’s going right to Washington now. 

CoRALLO (to Reger). Wait a while. 

Recer. If that ain’t it, I ain’t going. 

CoraALLo. Hello. 

ReEGER. Hello. 

CoRALLO. Al? 

ReGER. Yeah. 

CorALLo. And tomorrow morning at 11 o’clock 

Reecer. Yeah. 

CoRALLO, You call the office. Ask for Tony, you know. 

ReceER. Yeah. 

CoraLLo. In Jersey. 

REGER. Where? 

CoRALLO. Call right in the office ; he’s waiting for your call. 

RecER. Who, Tone? 

CoRALLO, Tony. 

Recer. In the Hoboken office? 

CORALLO. Right. 

Recer. O. K. 

CoRALLO. Listen—— 

Recer. Yeah? 

CoRALLO. When you call him just say: ‘‘Tony Lorenzo’s calling.” 

Recer. Right. 

CorALLo. Understand? 

Recer. Right. 

CoraLLo. And tell him the telegram is out. 

Recer. Right. 

CoRALLO. So he goes right in there. 

ReGER. It will be out by that time. 

CoraLLo. Yeah, it will be out. If you’re going to leave tonight it will be 
there tomorrow. 
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Recer. All right, but I could get 
to hold them. O. K. 
CoRALLO. All right? 
ReEcGeER. Right. 
CoRALLO. Call him tomorrow morning at 11 o‘clock. 
Recer. I'll get Jimmy from Detroit to send it. 
CORALLO. Who? 
Recer. [ Laughter. ] 
CoRALLO. You'll get Jimmy who? 
Recer. Hoffa. 
CorALLo. Well, get Jimmy Hoffa to send it. 
Recer. O. K. 
CorALLO. Call him up without even going. 
Recer. That’s right; the—— 
CorALLo. And listen——— 
ReGcErR. Hello—— 
CoraLLo. If Jimmy Hoffa don’t do it—when you get Jimmy Hoffa on the 
phone—— 
Recer. Yeah. 
CoRALLO. Tell him—tell him that your calling—that Sam out there is a personal 
friend of yours. 
Recer. Who’s Sam? Why don’t you call him? 
CoRALLO. Well, you do like I say—save me the trouble. 
REGER. I—I—I——— 
CoRALLO. In case he says, you know, starts to grumble; tell him where could 
I get Little Sam——— 
REeGER. Yeah. 
CorALLO. Sammy from Detroit. 
Recer. But Sammy don’t know me. 
CoRALLO. Sammy’s a personal friend of his, 
Recer. Of his? 
CoraLio. Yeah. 
Recer. But not of mine. 
CoRALLO. Yeah, he’s a personal friend of mine, so 
Recer. Yeah, I know, but they’ll first go finding out; : it'll take a couple days. 
CoraLiLo. All right, well, then don’t bother. Talk to him direct—you know 


a hold of the guys. You wouldn’t be able 





him well? 


RecGer. Right. 

CorALLo. You know him well? 

Recer. I know someone who knows him very well. 

CoRALLO. Well, look ; Gibbons is the guy, too. 

Recer. I know Harold, too. 

CoraLLo. That guy in the office will call him—to send the telegram. O. K. 
Recer. I'll call the guy right now. Listen—I’ll ask you a question. 

CORALLO. What? 

Recer. If Gibbons sends it—it is O. K.? 

CorALLO. Yeah; if Gibbons sends it who else could send it. Would you want 


a better man than Gibbons to sendit? What’s—— 


Recer. I don’t know; he’s not the international office. 

CoRALLO. Send it—let Gibbons send it—— 

Recer. O. K. 

CoraLLto, The guy we talked about. Then call Tony up and tell him the 


telegram is there. 


Recer. Right. 

CoRALLO. O. K.? 

Recer. O. K. So long. 

The Cuatrman. Well, Mr. Corallo, do you want to comment first? 
Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 


incriminate me. 





The Cuatrman. It seems you know Mr. Jimmy Hoffa. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHatrMan. Does this say you knew him ? 

Mr. Coraxxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know Mr. Gibbons? 
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Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know Mr. Reger? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. What was about to happen to that charter up 
there? 

Mr. Corato. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrrman. What do you use these charters for ? 

Mr. Coratio. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Would you not like to make some statement about 
this telephone conversation ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Did you recognize your own voice! 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. I find it an intriguing conversation. I thought 
maybe you could throw a little light on it and tell us what was going 
on. 

Mr. Coraxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. You are not going to say anything about it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. All right, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might just say something about what we know. 

The Ciaran. Well, let us identify the voices, first. 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The CrHarrman. Mr. Laurendi, did you hear the playing of this 
recorded telephone conversation ? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir, I did. 

The CuarrMan. You have before you a transcript of it? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. I do. 

The Cuarmman. Is that transcript accurate? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir; it is. 

The Cuarrman. Have you compared it with the recording? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. I have. 

The Cuatrman. Did you compare the previous telephone record- 
ing transcript ? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Crarrman. The previous telephone recording will be printed 
in the record at the point of the playing of the 1 ecord. 

This transcript of the recording w ill be placed in the record at the 
proper point. 

Did you recognize any voices on that recording? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Cratrman. Whose voice did you recognize? 
' Mr. Laurenpt. I recognized the voice of ‘Anthony Corallo and Al 
teger. 
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The CuarrmMan. Do you know Al Reger? 

Mr. Lavrenot. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know his voice? 

Mr. Lavrenpti. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Cuarmman. Then you can say under oath that this telephone 
conservation, this recording, was a telephone conservation between 
the witness here, Mr. Corallo, and also the party of Mr. Reger, whose 
name yews on this transcript ? 

Mr. Lavurenpti. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you know what Al Reger’s connection is with 
any union? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir. He was secretary-treasurer of local 522 
of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, and 2 months ago he 
was prosecuted by District Attorney Hogan and Assistant District 
Attorney Alvin Goldstein for the crime of extortion, for which he 
was convicted. 

The CHarrman. This telephone conservation, according to the 
transcript, took place on October 28, 1954, is that correct ? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir; it was October 28, 1954. 

(At this point, Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we do not know what all of this 
means. We know that there was a charter in 522 that operated in 
both New Jersey and New York, and we know that it was contem- 
plated in 1954 to split the charter into 2, 1 chapter for New York and 
1 charter for New Jersey. 

Evidently, the conservation is about steps that should be taken 
by Reger to prevent that from happening. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. The charter was not split at that time. The charter 
was split, we believe, in July of 1955, some 6 months later. 

The conversation tends to show that Mr. Al Reger, who was the 
secretary-treasurer of local 522, was looking to Tony “Ducks” Corallo 
for his instructions as to how to handle this matter. It indicates the 
control that Tony “Ducks” had over this local. 

I might identify some of the other individuals. G. B., we believe 
to be George Baldanzi. George Baldanzi at that time was inter- 
national organizer of the teamsters and the eastern conference. 

Tom Hickey is a vice president and was a vice president of the 
teamsters at that time and was one of those whom Corallo and Dio 
avoided and who was an enemy of Jimmy Hoffa, and was the one that 
opposed Jimmy Hoffa's efforts in the election for the control of joint 
council 16, New York City. 

Gibbons is second in charge of the Central Conference of Teamsters, 
the one that is controlled by Jimmy Hoffa. 

We would like to go on and show Mr. Corallo’s control over local 
875 of the teamsters. 

We have a telephone call dated October 28, 1954. On the tran- 
script it shows the date as being October 28, 1957. It should be 
October 28, 1954. 

The call will show Corallo issuing orders to an official of the union 
with whom Corallo has no official connection. 
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On October 28, 1954, the date of this call, Nat Carmel, with whom 
Mr. Corallo was talking, was a vice president of local 875. He called 
Corallo at the Textile Union Local 229. 

Mr. McDonoveu. May the record indicate that counsel for the wit- 
ness objects on the same grounds as previously stated ? 

Senator Kennepy. The record will so indicate. 

The objection is overruled. 

(The transcript of telephone conversation between Tony “Ducks” 
Corallo and Nathan Carmel on October 28, 1954, is as follows:) 


CoRALLO. Hello. 

CARMEL. Hello, Tony; how are you? 

CorRALLO. Hello. 

CARMEL. Hello; how are you? 

CoRALLO. All right. 

CARMEL. Good. 

CoRALLO. Listen 

CARMEL. What? 

CoRALLO. You work out with that Freddy Sutton; go after ’em guys and try 
tosign them. Give them any kind of contract they want. 

CARMEL. Who, them five or everybody else? 

CoraLLo. No; stay away from them five, but hit everybody else. 

CARMEL. But, but a—that other party called me this morning. 

CoRALLO. Who? 

CARMEL. Johnny DeLury. 

CorRALLO. For what? 

CARMEL. He wants me to make a meeting with—I have a meeting scheduled 
for 7:30 tonight with him and that Duke LaFonti. He requested it. It’s very 
urgent. 

CoRALLO. He wants to speak to—with who? 

CarRMEL. That Duke LeFonti. 

CorALLo. And you? 

CARMEL. And me. 

CorALLO. What does he want you for? 

CARMEL. I don’t know; so I figure I’m going to get sit down and just listen. 

CORALLO. Just go there—— 

CARMEL. There’ll be no commitments from—— 

CoRALLO. Listen 

CARMEL, From me, y’know. 

CoRALLO. Well, you make no commitments; just go there and listen and go 
out in the street and get them people and bring them in your place. 

CARMEL. All right 

CoraLtLo. And if they tell you you can’t have them, you just go out and get 
them; tell them you already got a bushel and you're going to get the rest——— 

CARMEL. O. K. 

CoRALLO. The same like they got ’em. 

CARMEL. All right. 

CORALLO. O. K.? 

CARMEL. Right. 

CoRALLO. So long. 

CARMEL, O. K. 


(Senator McClellan entered the hearing room. ) 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 











The Cuarrman. Mr. Corallo, do you want to make any comment 
about this little conversation ? 

Mr. Corar1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Who is this fellow Carmel ? 
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Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point, Senator McNamara entered the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Who is Freddy Sutton? 

Mr. Coratxo, I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. Who is Duke LaFonti? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatmrman. Are they pals of yours? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The Carman. Let me ask you if you heard this recording played ¢ 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Cuarrman. Have y ou a transcript of it? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. I do. 

The CuHarrman. Have you compared the transcript with the re- 
cording ! 

Mr. Lavurenpr. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Cuairman. Is it accurate? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. It is. 

The CuarrMan. This conversation was held on what date ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. October 28, 1954. 

The CHarrMan. October 28, 1 1954. 

A transcript of this recor ding may be printed in the record. 

Do you recognize the voices ? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. Yes, sir. I recognize the voices of Anthony Corallo 
and Nathan Carmel. 

The Cuamman. Do you know Nathan Carmel ! 

Mr. Lavurenvi. Yes, sir. He was arrested at the same time with 
five others of local 875 by New York. City detectives attached to 
Hogan’s office. 

The Cuairman. Was he convicted ? 

Mr. Lavrenpvi. Up to this time the charges are still pending. He 

awaiting trial. 

The Cuatrman. He is awaiting trial? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. Are there any further questions of the witness? 

Mr. Lavurenovt. I beg your pardon, sir. He was convicted in 1957. 

The Cuarrman. He was convicted for what? 

Mr. Lavurenpi. For extortion. 

The Cuarrman. For extortion / 

Mr. Lavrenpi. Yes, and he pleaded guilty before coming to trial. 

The Cuarrman. Was this in connection with labor / 

Mr. Laurenpi. Yes, sir. It was in connection with local 875. At 
that same time, we arrested six officers of Local 875 of the IBT, and 
that case was handled by Chief Assistant District Attorney Alfred J. 
Scotti, Mr. J. Fitzpatrick, and Assistant D. A. Vincent Ferrari, who 
is now a magistrate in New York City. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Senator Curtis ? 
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Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask counsel if he 
knows what industry 875 of the teamsters union is connected with? 

Mr. Kennepy. With rugs, rug cleaning. 

Senator Curtis. The drivers for the rug cleaning industry ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, it is generally connected with rug cleaning, 
I understand. 

We have an identification of Mr. Carmel back here, a little back- 
ground on him, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to point out also that Mr. Corallo had absolutely no 
official connection with 875 of the teamsters, and yet can see from 
this transcript that he was instructing Nat Carmel, a vice president, 

You work out with that Freddy Sutton; go after ’em guys and try to sign them. 
Give them any kind of contract they want. 

CARMEL. Who, them five or everybody else. 

CorALLo. No, stay away from them five, but hit everybody else. 


And then on page two: 


CorALLO. Well, you make no commitments; just go there and listen and go 
out in the street and get them people and bring them in your place. 

CarRMEL. All right 

CorALLo. And if they tell you you can’t have them, you just go out and get 
them; tell them you already got a bushel and you're going to get the rest 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us what all that means, Mr. Corallo? 

Mr. Coraxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you own these people? 

Mr. Cora. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you often refer to people as being “a bushel of 
people”? 

Mr. Corau.o. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it just a source of income for you? Is that the 
way you look for labor unions? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the information that we get from the 
one union alone, the one you are officially connected with, you get 
paid a salary more than $20,000. Can you tell us what you do to 
deserve that ? 

Mr. Corauvo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Local 239 of the International Brotherhood 
of Teamsters. 

What do you receive from this local that you control, local 875? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to point out from the chart, Mr. Chair- 
man, that from 875 came one of the paper locals, namely local 275, 
that was used in this election up in New York, in the voting. 
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We have information that Mr. Corallo also controls 275 in the 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters. We have a call regarding 
that matter. F 

The Cuatrman. Do you want to deny the accuracy of that in- 
formation ? 

Mr. Corat1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. If there is anything being said here, any testimony 
or statements being made that you think unfair to you or not truthful 
or not accurate, the Chair invites you to speak up. 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHamman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this next call is a call between Milton 
Levine, who formerly served as an organizer for local 875, on which 
we just had the telephone call, and then became president of local 
275, one of these so-called phony locals or paper locals, the charter of 
which was issued on November 8, 1955. 

The call is between Levine and Dick Kaminetsky, Dick Kaminetsky 
being one of those who we understand and believe to be one of those 
working for Mr. Corallo. 

Mr. Kaminetsky and Mr. Tramunti were two of Mr. Corallo’s lieu- 
tenants. 

This is a telephone call between Levine, president of local 275, and 
Mr. Kaminetsky, who, of course, had no official connection with local 
275 of the teamsters. 

Once, again, Mr. Chairman, this call comes from Local 229 of the 
Textile Workers Union. The call is handled from there. 

Mr. McDonovuenu. My objection is still noted, I assume, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

My objection is still noted? 

The CHarrman. Just one moment. 

Mr. McDonoveu. I said my objection is still noted ? 

The Cuarrman. And still rejected. 

Proceed. 

(Transcript of telephone conversation between Milton Levine and 
Dick Kaminetsky on November 25, 1955, is as follows :) 

Mitton Levine. Can I speak to Tony or Dick, please? 

Woman’s VoIce. Who’s calling, please? 

Levine. Milton Levine. 

WomMAN. Pardon? 

LEVINE. Milton Levine. 

Woman. Just a moment. 

Dick KAMINETSKY. Hello. 

LEVINE. Hello. 

KAMINETSKY. Milt, how are you? 

LEVINE. How are you? 

KAMINETSKY. All right. 

LEVINE. Listen, I—I’m down at 30th Street; I got—we got an office space 
available at Court Square, that’s near—in 138’s building there. 

KAMINETSKY. Well, how do you like it? 

LEVINE. It’s a nice room, I mean, for what it is; it’s a front window. 

KaAMINETSKY. That’s all right; so take it. 

LevINeE. I did, I mean, I gave the guy a tentative yes. 

KAMINETSKY. Uh-huh. 

Levine. So I just wanted to let you know. 

KAMINETSKY. O. K. 

LevinE. Seventy-five or eighty dollars. 
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KAMINETSKY. You'll need something bigger than that, you know. 
Levine. Well—look, that’s whats available there now. 
KAMINETSKY. All right; so take it. 
Levine. Take it? 
KAMINETSKY. All right. 
LEVINE. I mean its a—I—look, I wouldn’t want to take it unless I told you. 
KAMINETSKY. Yeah; take it. You need something to start with. 
Levine. All right. 
KAMINETSKY. And that'll give you a chance to look around. 
LEVINE. Well, look; you gotta sign a lease with the guy for a year at least. 
KAMINETSKY. All right. Do it. 
LEVINE. Do it? 
KAMINETSKY. Yeah. 
LEVINE. If I can get away without it will you settle for thirty without it? 
KAMINETSKY. You're better off. 
LEVINE. I know you're better off. I didn’t commit myself to the guy. 
KAMINETSKY. Oh—yeah. 
LEVINE. O. K. 
KAMINETSKY. O. K. 
LEVINE. Right. 
KaMINeETSKY. O. K, 
The Cuarman. Do you know Mr. Kaminetsky ? 
Mr. Corauvo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
The CuarrmMan. Do you know this man Levine? 
Mr. Coratvo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
The Cuarrmayn. Is paeeeny working for you ¢ 
Mr. Corauxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
The Cuarrman. Was Levine in charge of a local or an officer in a 
local at that time? 
Mr. Corauo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
The CuarrmMan. Were they talking about business that you are 
interested in ? 
Mr. Coratwo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
(At this point, Senator Kennedy withdrew from the hearing room. ) 
The Cuarrman. Are these some of your lieutenants, Levine and 
Kaminetsky ? 
Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
The Cuarrman. All right. 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The Cuarrman. You have a transcript of this recording we just 
heard ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CHarmman. Have you checked it with the recording? 

Mr. Laurenpi. Yes, sir; I did. 

The CxHarrman. Is it accurate? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. It is. 

The Cuarrman. This transcript may be printed in the record. 

(Members present at this point in the proceeding: Senators Me- 
Clellan, McNamara, Mundt, and Curtis.) 
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The Cuaimrman. Do you recognize either of these voices? 
Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir; I recognize both voices. 

The Cuarmman. Who are they? 

Mr. Lavrenpr. Milton Levine and Dick Kaminetsky. 

The Cuarrman. Who is Milton Levine? 

Mr. Lavrenpr. Milton Levine was 1 of the 6 persons that I previ- 
ously mentioned. At the time of his arrest he was president of local 
875. 

Mr. Kennepy. 275? 

Mr. Lavurenpi. At the time of his arrest, he was an organizer 
for 875. 

The CHatrmMan. This conversation was had when? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. November 24, 1955. 

The Cuatrrman. What position did Levine hold at that time? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. Levine? He was president of local 275. 

The CHarrman. Do you know Levine personally ‘ 

Mr. Lavrenpr. I met him through official police duties at the time 
we arrested him on a warrant which was handed down by the grand 
jury of New York County. 

The CHamman. Well, you met him? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. I met him; yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You talked to him? 

Mr. Lavurenovt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Do you know this man Kaminetsky? 

Mr. Lavurennptr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Who is he? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. He is a lieutenant of Anthony Corallo. 

The Cuamman. How do you know that? 

Mr. Lavrenpr. From other wiretaps. 

The CxHatrman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. No, Mr. Chairman. 

I might just say there was a subsequent tap that was taken where 
Milton Levine called Mr. Kaminetsky back and said he wasn’t going 
to take this headquarters, that he had found another one, and that he 
thought he would take that, and Kaminetsky gave his approval. He 
did take it and he identified it in the second tap. It is presently the 
headquarters of Local 275, International Brotherhood of Teamsters. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have that tap ? 

Mr. Kennepy. We do, but we don’t have it transcribed. 

The CuatrMan. You don’t have it transcribed ? 

Mr. Kennepy. No: we do not. 

The Cratrman. T believe it should be transcribed to properly con- 
nect it up. Have it transcribed and we will have the witness identify 
it and place it in the record 

Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Jn identifying Kaminetsky, again, Mr. Chairman, 
we can find no legitimate source of income for him. He has a long 
criminal record dating back to 1931. He ison the chart there. 



































TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 


The CHatrMan. Do you want to give us any information about Mr. 
Kaminetsky ? 
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Mr. Corau1o. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t want to give us any about Mr. F€vine 
either ¢ 

Mr. Corauxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Proceed, counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. (¢ ‘hairman, we have another tap dealing with 
Mr. Corallo and Mr. Kaminetsky, specifically a call between ‘Kami- 
netsky and Paul Lafayette, who at that time, at the time of this call, 
December 30, 1954, was regional director in New York of the retail 
clerks international. 

On December 30, 1954, this regional director of the retail clerks, 
Lafayette, calls Dick Kaminetsky and complains that local 405 has 
not paid its per capita tax for October or November, and to which 
Kaminetsky replies he will take care of the matter. Of course, at 
that time, Kaminetsky had no official connection with local 405 of the 


retail cler ‘ks. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed with the recording. 

Mr. McDonovucu. My objection is still noted, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuairMan. Yes, sir; it is noted and rejected. 

All right. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings were: Senators McClellan, McNamara, Mundt, and Curtis.) 

(The transcript of telephone conversation between Paul LaFayette 
and Dick Kaminetsky on December 30, 1954, is as follows:) 


WomMAN’s Voice. Dick, please. 

MAN. Hello, who's calling? 

Woman’s Voice. Paul Lafayette. 

DicK KAMINETSKY. How are you? 

PAUL LAFAYETTE. How are you, Dick? 

KAMINETSKY. O. K., how are you feeling? 

LAFAYETTE. Allright. Listen, Dick, on that 405. 

KAMINETSKY. Yeah? 

LAFAYETTE. Did Carmine say anything to you about that per capita? 

KAMINETSKY. No. 

LAFAYETTE. Well, they haven't paid any per capita for October or November 

KAMINETSKY. Oh, I'll get after— - 

LAFAYETTE. I'll have to lift the charter on ’em if they don’t get it in. 

KAMINETSKY. O. K., Paul. 

LAFAYETTE. Now, I know that Manny spoke to me here a few weeks ago and 
told me that they had a strike—— 

KAMINETSKY. Yeah, they did have one—— 

LAFAYETTE. They might be a little late with them, but-———, he hasn’t even 
sent any October—— 

KAMINETSKY. O. K.; I’ll take care of it—today I’ll take care of it—— 

LAFAYETTE. All right——— 

KAMINETSKY. I'll get—— 

LAFAYETTE. Now look. 

KAMINETSKY. Yeah? 

LAFAYETTE. On—down there in Florida, you know, when you fellows were 
talking to me you told me you had somebody down there that would be able 
to head the organization that was—ah, local. 

KAMINETSKY. Yeah. 

LAFAYErTE. Well, now, the last time I was talking to Carmine he was talking 
about Miltie Richman going down there—— 

KAMINETSKY. Naw, that’s—that’s ridiculous. 

LAFAYETE. Huh? 

KAMINETSKY. That’s ridiculous ; he has no part—no part of that picture—— 
LAFAYETTE. He hasn’t? 
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KAMINETSKY. No. 

LAFAYETTE. Well, then, Carmine must be confused, you know 

KAMINETSKY. He must be confused? 

LAFAYETTE. That’s right 

KAMINETSKY. Aw, he must be. 

LAFAYETE. Because that wouldn’t be any good, because they already know 
that he was originally with us. 

KAMINETSKY. Naw, that’s no good 

LAFAYETTE. That would be no good at all. 

KAMINETSKY. Naw; I wouldn’t even think of it. 

LAFAYETTE, All right. 

KAMINETSKY. O. K. 

LAFAYETTE. Now then, on this Rothman—— 

KAMINETSKY. Yeah? 

LaFayette. There’s nothing I can do on that for him on that—— 

KAMINETSEY. All right. 

LAFAYETTE. I mean I just want to tell you-—— 

KAMINETSKY. O. K. 

LAFAYETTE. The tieup over there and he won’t make a change. 

KAMINETSEY. All right. 

LAFAYETTE. O. K. 

KAMINETSKY. O. K. Take care, Paul. 


The Cuarrman. All] right, Mr. Corallo, do you know these voices 
that you heard? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrmMan. Who is this fellow Lafayette? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. What does 405 refer to? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You ask here about some other folks—Miltie Rich- 
man. Do you know him? 

Mr. Corarxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. He refers to Carmine. Who is Carmine? 

Mr. Coraxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to point out, Mr. Chairman, once again 
that Dick Kaminetsky is a man with a long criminal recor d. Heisthe 
one designated by Paul Lafayette to make sure that the dues payments 
are paid to the international from this local 405 of the retail clerks. 
I would like to also point out that 405 had as its secretary-treasurer 
Mr. Max Chester, who, of course, appeared here and testified before 
the committee. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know that he testified. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, he didn’t give us very much information. 











TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The Cuarrman. Will you identify this transcript of this testimony ? 
Mr. Lavrennt. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. You have examined it? 

Mr. Lavrenpr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And compared it with the recording? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; I have. 
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The Cuarrman. Is it accurate? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Then this transcript may be — in the record. 

What is the date of this telephone conversation | 

Mr. Lavurenpt. December 30, 1954. 

The CuarrMan. Did you recognize any voices? 

Mr. Lavurenor. Yes, sir; I recognized both voices, Dick Kaminetsky 
and Mr. Paul Lafayette. 

The Cuairman. Do you know Paul Lafayette ? 

Mr. Lavurenpr. I have met him in the office of Assistant District 
Attorney Harold Birns. 

The CuarrMANn. You met him on official business ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. On official business; yes, sir, in connection with the 
trial of Max Chester, Sam Goldstein, and Johnny Dioguardi, for 
bribery and conspiracy. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might point out once again, Mr. Chairman, that 
this telephone call as far as Kaminetsky was concerned was out of 
the headquarters of Local 229 of the United Textile Workers, Archie 
Katz’ local. 

The Cuairman. Is there anything further ? 

Mr. Kennepy. We have one more telephone call which is of signifi- 
cance in connecton with local 875 of the teamsters, and which shows 
once again Mr. Corallo’s complete control and domination of that 
local even though he had no official connection with it. 

The Cuarrman. Are you ready ¢ 

Mr. McDonoucu. Please note my objection again, Mr. Chairman, 
please. 

The CuHamrMan. The objection is noted and the objection is over- 
ruled. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might just state what this appears to show. 

Joey Levine, one of Corallo’s men, is placed in charge of the local 
over the heads of the elected officers. Joey Levine in this call is report- 
ing the events, the fact that he has been put in charge of the local 
through Solly Cotliar, who is another associate of Tony Corallo’s. All 
of the officers of this local all have been indicted and convicted for 
extortion. 

The Cuarrman. All these parties ? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. The officers of local 875, Berger, Kleinman, 
and Carmel; those three. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Let’s proceed with the recording. 

(Transcript of telephone conversation between Solly Cotliar and 
Joey Levine on February 11, 1955, follows :) 

Sotty Corirar. Hello—Hello, Abie? 

Asie. Yeah. 

CorTiiar. Joey there? 

Aste. Yes, sir. 

JoEY LEVINE. This is Joe. 

CoTiiaR, All right; who’s with you? 

Levine. Ah, nobody ; I’m downstairs. 

CoTtiaR. Oh, good. What’s doing? What happened? 

LEVINE. Well—all right. Everything’s O. K. 

SOTLIAR. The way you want it? 

Levine. Ah—a lot of pressure on them. You understand me or not? 

Corttar, Are you on your own? 

Levine. Yeah, definitely. 

Coriiar. That’s what I meant. 
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LEVINE. I mean, ah, on top of that, ah, ah, the boss. 

CoTiiaR. You're the boss. Well—— 

LEVINE. Yeah—— 

CoTiiaR. He told you that. 

LEVINE. No, no; I’m talking about other things. 

CoTiiaR. Yeah? 

LEVINE. I gotta make them —eh, eh—jump. 

CoriiaR. Yeah. 

LEVINE. In plain English. 

CoTtraR. Yeah; but you were told you're boss. 

Levine. Eh, that’s not it, but I—the way he put it to them—— 

Corrrar. Yeah. 

Levine. “Get out and work or else.” 

Coritar. No kidding? 

Levine. That's right. 

CorLiaR. Boy, they must have died. 

Levine. I want to tell you, he was white. 

Cotirar. Who? Jack—Aaron? 

LevinE. Yeah. 

Corttiar. Uhuh. S’all right. 

LEVINE. Only, the minute I walk into the office a couple minutes I told the girl 
I want a record of all the delinquents. 

CoTLiaAr. Right. 

Levine. There’s no right for any shops to be behind January—forget about 
February—lI'm not talking about February; I’m talking about January, and, ah— 
especially December. 

CoTLiaR. Uhuh. 

LEvINr. No. 2—I gotta give ’em a written report every week. 

CoTLIaAR. Uhuh. 

LEVINE. Whatever comes in and whatever goes out. He opened up _ his 
mouth about you. 

Corriar. Who did? 

LEVINE. About--—— 

CoTiiar. Twenty? 

Levine. Yeah. 

CoTriar. Aaron? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

Corriar. Jack? 

Levine. Yeah. 

Corrtar. So what did he—what was up? 

LEVINE. Tony says, “Look, everything stands the way it is. I want—I want 
Jack to get a raise. I want everybody to get a raise, and I want this organiza- 
tion to be the biggest——--” 

CotriaAr. Yeah. 

Levine. “And that’s why I’m putting Joey in there now and I want youse all 
to jump.” 

CorT.iar. What was he told about the 20? 

Levine. That, ah—it’s an extra knock. 

CorLiAr. Yes, so what did he say? 

LEVINE. He says, “It stays that way—— 

Coriirar. Oh? 

LEVINE. “I want to see what happens the next 4 or 5 weeks and I want to see 
you guys with members.” 

CoTiIaAR. Uh-huh. They must have died. 

Levine. Yeah. 

CorLiar. Good. I told you, you’re boss. You take care. 

LEVINE. Ye-ye-yeah. And, believe me, I’m in the stage where I'll have to do 1 
or 2 things ; either they do it or else I’ll chase them. 

Coriiar. That’s all. It’s simple. They don’t want you running around. He 
told you. 

Levine. Well, I’m going out tomorrow morning; I got a shop with 2 people, 3 
people 

CotTLrar. Take it easy, though. Don’t—don’t hurt yourself. 

Levine. I gotta have the pickets out there and I gotta be out on Long Island, 
so what’s the difference? I arranged for the—for four pickets for tomorrow. 

CoriiarR. Good. 

LEVINE. In other words, ah, if, ah—I had a couple dollars, it’s going tomorrow. 
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CorLrar. Look, you got to—you know what it’ll bring back. 
LEVINE. Eh—uh, I know what—— 
CorLtrArR. So, what can you do? I mean 
Levine. No; I want you to understand a 
CoTLiAR. You Mean about no pay? 
LEVINE. Yeah. 

CorLtiArR. Well, so what? So what—so it’ll be next week. 

LEVINE. I figured on 

CoTLiAR. As ah—I told you; look, with me they’ll be no problem. 

LEVINE. All right, Solly. 

CoritAr. Take it easy. 

LEVINE. I’ll keep in touch with you at your house, in case I need you. 

CoriiaAr. Right. 

Levine. All right. 

Cortiar. O. K., but he told them that stays, eh? 

Levine. Oh, yeah. 

CoTii1arR. Did he say it emphatic? 

Levine. Definitely. 

CoriiAr. Yeah; huh? 

LEVINE. Yeah. I want to tell you something. Ah—sometimes its very good. 
[Unintelligible. ] 

CoriraAr. Yeah. 

Levine. [ Unintelligible.] 

CorLiAk. Yeah. 

LEVINE. He really give it to them. 

Cortrar. Yeah? 

Levine. Yeah, and he says, “I’m not leaving any inferences; don’t tell me 
anything; I don’t—don’t give me any excuses; I don’t listen to nobody. I want 
you to prove.” 

Cortiar. Yeah? 

LevINE. “From now on, I want you to prove; that’s why I’m putting Joey 
in 

CorLtrAr. Well, I mean—tell me exact, because when I go up there with Dick, 
I’m going to find out, so I want to know just what’s what 

LEVINE. Uhh 

CortiarR. Exactly the way you told them to me? 

Levine. That’s right. 

CorLiar. Yeah? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

CoTLiaR. Good ; don’t embellish it in any way. 

LEVINE. No, sir 

CorTLiak. But he told that stays, huh? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

CorLiar. And no questions? 

LEVINE. No questions; no nothing. Everything that’s sai—ah—so he’s 
Ssquawking about he owes a bill here. He—ah—so he ah—Tony says to me, 
“All right.” This is what he said: “He owes out $650. All right; that'll be 
paid 2 

Cor.tiarR. Yeah. 

LevINE. “But if it’s paid, I want to know where it’s going and to who it’s 
going.” 

CoTLiAR. Yeah. 

LEVINE. Because any check that goes out, I have to go tomor—Mon—Monday 
and change the checks. 

Cor.trar. Uhuh. Change ’em? 

LEVINE. Yeah. Change the signatures. 

CoTLiarR. Heh? 

LEVINE. Change the signatures. 

CoTLiAR. You mean just you and Aaron? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

CorTLiarR. Uhuh. 

LEVINE. So no money goes out unless——— 

CortiarR. But you’re on your own; everything goes in there is yours. 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

Coriiar. Right? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

Cor.tiar. And as the time comes—the way we decided? 
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Levine. Of that, he didnt’ say nothing, and I think it was very smart. 
CorTLiaR. What was that? 

LEVINE. That, he didn’t bring that up at all. 

CoTLiaR. About you on your own? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

CoTLiaR. Why? 

LEVINE. In other words, ah—he didn’t bring that up at all. 

CoritaR. In other words, you’re the boss. 

LEVINE. That’s right. 

CoTiiaR. Uhuh. 

LEVINE. You understand what I mean? 

CoTLarr. Yeah; good. 

LEVINE. So, there’s no discussion 

CoTLatir. No dissension; no discussion. 

Levine. If I want to walk out tomorrow, I got 400 members. I’m the boss. 
Coriarr. I get it. 

LEVINE. See; I mean—ah-—he covered everyth—a multitude of sins. 
CoTiarr. Perfect. 

LEVINE. [Unintelligible. ] 

CoTLatIr. Take care. 

LEVINE. O. K. 

CoTLarr. And call me. 

LEVINE. I will. 

CorTLatrr. So long. 

LEVINE. So long. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 


The CHartrman. Mr. Corallo, do you know Mr. Cotliar? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you know Mr. Levine? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. ; 

The Cuarrman. Is this one of your operations ? 

Mr. Corauxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Who is Aaron? 

Mr. Corauwo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Does he work for you? 

Mr. Coraxxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrman. Did you recognize the voices in this telephone 
conversation ? 

Mr. Corauo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarMan. There is some conversation in here about own- 
ing 400 members of a union. Do you have any knowledge about 
that ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

At this point Senator Curtis withdrew from the hearing room.) 

The Cuarrman. Is it within your knowledge that these labor 
racketeers treat union members as chattels, just goods and property 
to be used any way they want to? 

Mr. Coraxxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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The Cuatrman. Have you had any experience along that line? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrmMan. Are there any further questions ? 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The Cuatrman. Did you hear this recording ? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Have you compared the transcript with recording ? 

Mr. Lanrenpt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is the transcript accurate? 

Mr. Lavurennt. It is. 

The Cuarrman. The transcript of the recording may be printed in 
the record. What is the date of this conversation ? 

Mr. Lavurenor. February 11, 1955. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have any information about Joey Levine 
and a man named Cotliar that engaged in this conversation ? 

Mr. Lavrennt. No, sir, I do not, except that I have been informed 
that Solly Cotliar has disappeared. 

The Cuarrman. By accident or otherwise ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. I could not say. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is one of those, Mr. Chairman, that we have been 
trying to find for a period of some time and we cannot locate him. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 


(Members of the select committee present at this point are Senators 
McClellan, McNamara and Mundt.) 

The CuatrrmMan. Do you want to make any comment at all about 
any of these conversations ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. You will agree we are giving you a very fair op- 
portunity, will you not? 

Mr. Corauxo. I decline to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The CHarrmMan. You tell me how I can be more fair to you to give 
you an opportunity ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to point out several matters in this conversa- 
tion. 

It was originally a conversation had between Mr. Tony “Ducks” 
Corallo and the officers of the local of 875. Jack would be Jack 
Berger, Jack Berger being the president of the local. 

Aaron would be Aaron Kleinman. Drawing your attention to 
page 2, where Joey Levine is describing the fact that he has been put 
in charge of the union and the conversation that Tony “Ducks” 
had with these officers, he describes what Tony said. 

LEVINE. Get out and work or else. 

CoTttar. No kidding? 

Levine. That’s right. 

89330—57—pt. 12 11 ™ 
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CoTirar. Boy, they must have died. 

LEvINE. I want to tell you, he was white. 

Cortiar. Who? Jack—Aaron? 

LEVINE. Yeah. 

Meaning Jack Berger, president of the local and Aaron Kleinman, 
who is secretary-treasurer of this local. 

This is, again, a local which Mr. Tony “Ducks” Corallo has no 
official connection with. 

On page 3 it says: 

LEVINE. Tony says, “Look, everything stands the way it is. I want—I want 
Jack to get a raise. I want everybody to get a raise and I want this organiza- 
tion to be the biggest 

We have examined the records of this local, Mr. Chairman, and 
find that shortly after this conversation, all of the oflicers of the local 
did get raises. 

Over here on page 6, we notice that Mr. “Ducks” says that he is 
going to take care of the bills of the local. 

He says, “That’ll be paid.” Then he says on page 7 that the signa- 
tures on the checks will be changed, and that Joey is to go down 
and change the signatures on the checks. 

We have here the checks dated January of 1955, which have certain 
signatures, and then we have checks here of that local dated March 25, 
1955 , and we find a change in the signatures. 

Mr. McDonover. In fairness to the w itness, might it be noted that 
the conversation or the alleged conversation, the name “Tony” is only 
referred to twice. 

“Anthony” is a great Italian name and probably in the city of 
New York there may be one hundred to five hundred thousand people 
with the surname of Anthony.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Just a moment. 

Mr. McDonoveu. I mean in fairness. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, in fairness, that could be correct. I will ask 
Mr. Corallo if we are mistaken about it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Krennepy. We know, Mr. Chairman, and could establish if 
necessary, a very close relationship between Mr. Joey Levine and Mr. 
Tony Corallo. There is no question that the Tony that is referred 
to in this conversation is Mr. Tony Corallo. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair wishes to ask with respect to these 
checks, what member of our staff procured them and can verify them? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Walter May. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, McNamara, 
and Mundt.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. May can also identify Mr. Levine’s voice. 


TESTIMONY OF WALTER R. MAY 


The Cuamman. Have you been previously sworn in this hearing? 
Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. You will remain under the same oath. 

You are a member of the staff of this committee ? 
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Mr. May. I am. 

The Cuaimman. I hand you a series of four photostatic copies of 
checks on Local 875, IBT-AFL. All of these are dated in January 
1955. 

I will ask you to examine these photostatic copies of the four checks 
and state if you procured them and where and how as a staff member 
of this committee. 

(Documents handed to witness. ) 

Mr. May. Yes, Senator. I have seen the originals of these checks. 
The records of 875 were subpenaed by District Attorney Frank 
Hogan’s oflice in New York. I went to the district attorney’s office 
and reviewed the records of 875. ‘These particular checks are photo- 
static copies of the originals. 

The Cuarmman. That series of checks, then, may be made exhibit 
No. 120 A, B, C and D. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 120 A, B, 
C and D,” for reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 4878- 
4881.) 

The Cuatmman. Will you state for the record who signed those 
checks as officers of local 875 ? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. These particular checks dated in January 1955 
are signed by Nathan Carmel, the vice president, and Jack Berger, 
as president. 

The Cuarrman. They were signed by officers of the local? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. The telephone conversation recording that we just 
heard was dated February 11, 1955. 

I will first ask you: Did you hear that recording played? 

Mr. May. Yes, I did, sir. 

The CrarrMan. Are there any voices in there that you recognize ? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. I recognize the voice of Joseph Levine. 

The CuarrmMan. You recognize his voice ? 

Mr. May. I have interviewed Mr. Levine and I can identify his 
voice. 

The Cramman. Thank you very much. 

Now I hand you another series of photostatie copies of checks, six, 
I believe, in number, altogether, on the same local, 875, IBT-AFL, and 
I ask you to examine these photost: atic copies and say if you recognize 
them, and, if so, how you procured them. 

(Documents handed to witness.) 

Mr. May. Yes, Senator. These were obtained in a similar manner 
from the original records which were in the possession of District 
Attorney Frank Hogan. These checks are signed by 

The Crarman. What are the dates? What month? 

Mr. May. March 1955, after the conversation. 

The Cramman. The other series of checks that you identified were 
in January 1955? 

Mr. May. And five in number; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The telephone conservation took place on the 11th 
of February? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What do those checks reflect that had occurred be- 
tween January and March, the date they were issued ? 

Mr. May. These particular checks carry the signature of Aaron 
Kleinman and Joseph P. Levine. 
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The Cuatrman. Levine is one of those who participated in the 
telephone conversation ? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And he is the one that had been put in charge, 
according to the telephone conversation ? 

Mr. May. Yes,Senator. It is interesting to note that Joseph Levine 
was carried on the records of local 875 as an organizer, and here in 
March 1955 Levine is signing the checks, the payroll checks, of Jack 
Berger, who was president of the loca] at that time. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, the fellow that moved in took over 
and even signed the checks of the president ? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did he sign them as an officer? Is that series of 
checks signed by anybody as an officer of the local ? 

Mr. May. It just carries a simple signature stamp. : 

The Cuatrman. It does not identify their relationship to the union? 

Mr. May. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The other series of checks did; did they not? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Who are identified as the signers of the other 
checks ? 

Mr. May. Nathan Carmel, vice president, and Jack Berger, 
president. 

The Cuatrman. The change was made, and in March there were 
two signatures on the checks, but none representing any official of 
the union ¢ 

Mr. May. That is right, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. This last series of checks will be made exhibit 121. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 121,” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4882-4887. ) 

The Cuatrman. Are there any further questions? 

Is there anything else, Mr. Counsel ? 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, McNamara, 
and Mundt.) 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH—Resumed 


The Cuarmman. Mr. Corallo, can you give us any information 
about that arrangement down there ? 

Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

he CuHarrMan. It seems like if you gave those orders, you would 
agree that they were carried out pretty well. 

Mr. Cora. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennepy. Once, again, on the question of identifying who is 
Tony in that call, Mr. Chairman, I would like to remind you of the 
earlier call in connection with 875, where Mr. Tony “Ducks” gives 
orders to the secretary-treasurer, I believe, of the union, to send out 
certain pickets, and to release certain shops, and to picket other shops. 

The Cuarrman. Would you tell us how long you have owned and 
controlled that local ? 
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Mr. Coratto. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
The Cuarrman. Is there anything further ? 
Mr. Kennepy. We will have testimony regarding the relationship 
between the president of the 995 and Sam Goldstein, who is also 
resident of 239, and Mr. Tony “Ducks” and also the interest that 
Mr. Tony “Ducks” Corallo had in the election for the presidency of 
joint council 16. 
But that will take some time, Mr. Chairman. I do not think we 
could finish it this morning. 
The Cuamrman. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 
Before adjournment, the Chair will have made an exhibit a mimeo- 
graphed copy of the charts that have been exhibited. 
~ It will be made exhibit 122, for reference. 
(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit 122,” for refer- 
ence and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 
The Cuatrman. The committee will now recess until 2 o’clock this 
afternoon. 
The witness will return at that time. 
(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
2p. m., the same day.) 
(Members present at the taking of the recess: Senators McClellan, 
McNamara, and Mundt.) 





AFTERNOON SESSION 






The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 
(Members of the select committee present at the convening of 
the session were Senators McClellan and Ives.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Corallo, the witness on the stand at noon will 
stand by, and he will be recalled later. 

The next witness is Sam Goldstein. 

Will you come around, Mr. Goldstein? Will you be sworn? 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Gotpsrern. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
MICHAEL P. DIRENZO 





The CnarrMan. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation, please, sir. 
Mr. Gotpstern. Sam Goldstein, 157 Mary Lane, Long Island, N. Y. 
The Cuatrman. I didn’t understand your business or occupation. 
Mr. Gotpste1N. Sir, I decline to answer on the grounds that it might 
tend to incriminate me. 
The Cuarrman. You havea lawyer ? 
Mr. Goxtpstet1n. I do, sir. 
The Cuarrman. That is probably the only answer we are going to 
get. The lawyer may identify himself for the record. 
Mr. Direnzo. Michael P. Direnzo, 253 Broadway, New York City. 
The Cuatrman. You are a member of the New York bar? 
Mr. Drrenzo. That is correct, sir. 


4658 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


The Cuairman. All right, Mr. Counsel, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, according to the information we have, 
Mr. Goldstein is a close associate of Tony “Ducks” Corallo. Is that 
right ? 

Mr. Goxpstern. I decline to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You have a little peculiar situation here, don’t you 
agree, where each of you say it will incriminate you to tell about the 
other? 

Mr. Goupstern. Sir, I decline to answer on the ground it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. I see. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. According to the information that we have, Mr. 
Goldstein was president of Local 995 of the UAW-AFL, and also 
president of local 239 of the teamsters. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Sir, I decline to answer on the ground that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrMaANn. Since when does it become an incriminating cir- 
cumstance to be president of a labor organization ¢ 

Mr. GotpsTEIN. Sir, I decline to answer on the ground that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. I just wondered if we could fix atime. It isa kind 
of a strange circumstance that has developed here in the course of these 
hearings, ‘and I wonder when it placed anyone in disrepute to be a 
member of a labor organization or the president of one of its locals. 
Could you give us any help on that? 

Mr. GotpstEtn. Sir, I respectfully decline on the ground that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cnarrman. You will agree with me, won't you, that it only 
applies to certain locals and certain people ? 

Mr. GotpsteIn. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You wouldn’t want to give the i impression that all 
unions, and all officials of unions, find themselves in such circumstance, 
would you? 

Mr. GoxtpsreIn. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you feel that you owe any obligation at all to 
honest unionism ? 

Mr. Goupstern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room. ) 

The Cuarrman. All right; Mr. Counsel, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, although Mr. Goldstein is listed as 
president of these two locals, 995 UAW-AFL, and 239 of the teamsters, 
we understand Mr. Tony “Ducks” Corallo is listed as vice president, 
was actually the one giving the instructions. Did you take your in- 
structions from Mr. Corallo ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Sir, I decline to answer on the ground it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The CHarrMan. Does he know you ? 

Mr. Gotpsrern. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 
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The Cuarrman. Have you ever been associated with him in any 
legitimate enterprise ¢ 

“Mr. Gotpsretn. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. If that might incriminate you, then we may assume 
that it would incriminate you to answer whether you have been asso- 
ciated with him in any illegitimate enterprise, could we? 

Mr. Goipsrern. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
—— it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Allright; Mr. Counsel, proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Acc ording to the information that we have, you were 
born on November 27, 1915; is that correct ? 

Mr. Goupstern. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that you are married and you have an arrest 
record consisting of unlawful entry, possessing gambling equipment, 
and operating a gambling establishment on which you were convicted ; 
possessing eambling equipment, conviction, and bribery on which you 
were just convicted together with Max Chester and Johnny Dio; and 
that you are presently under indictment with Philip Goldberg, the 
recording secretary of local 239, for extortion. That case is presently 
pending; is that correct ? 

Mr. Gotpsrrin Sir, I decline to answer on the ground that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Does that summarize your record correctly ? 

Mr. Gorpsrern. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cramman. Maybe the witness would rather give his own record 
in hisown language. Would you? 

Mr. Gorpstern. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuamMan. You are married, are you not ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Yes; Iam. 

The Cnatrman. Thank you. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. We understand, also, that Mr. Goldstein was presi- 
dent of local 239 of the teamsters and Local 995 of the UAW-AFL, 
at the same period of time, for a period of 2 years, from 1954 through 
1956. Is that correct; that you were president of both locals at the 
same time / 

Mr. Gorpstrry. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. We also have information that, in October of 1956, 
you received a loan of $20,000 from local 239 on a non-interest-bearing 
note: is that correct ? 

ag witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Gorpstern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it m: Ly . nd to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Did you ever pay the loan back? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Goxpstern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Did your union members know you borrowed that 
money ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Goxpstern. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you borrow it or did you just take it without 
authority ? 

Mr. Gotpstrrn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The “ HAIRMAN. Would you tell us what became of that money? 

Mr. Gotpstetn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you use it to set up a gambling joint ? 

Mr. Gorpstrrn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrMan. Did you invest it illegally in narcotic drugs? 

Mr. Goxpstrrn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Has the union ever gotten its money back ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Gotpsretn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Then the union members, the people who work and 
pay the dues, are left to guess and speculate and I think that they 
could speculate pretty accurately, as to whether you ever paid it back, 
Is that the way you want to leave it ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Gotpsretn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Senator Kennepy. I understand your salary at that time was $250 
per week, or $13,000 per year, at the time you received this $26,000 
interest-free loan. 

Mr. Goxpstern. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Now, I understand that on January 4, 1957, your 
salary was increased to $340 a week and $60 expenses, making a total 
of $400 per week, or $20,800 per year; is that correct ? 

Mr. Gorpsterx. Again, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Is it possible or does the staff have the minutes 
where the salary increases were voted ? 

Mr. Kennepy. We interviewed the secretary-treasurer, Mr. Ber- 
nard Stein, about the salary increases and the salary increase that 
went to both Mr. Goldstein and Mr. Corallo, up to $20,000 and he said 
that it was never approved and it was not necessary to approve, that 
the officers determined their own salary. 

Senator Kennepy. Without having a vote of the members, and 
they increased their salaries without a vote of the members. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the statement that he made to us when we 
interviewed him and asked him for the minutes in connection with the 
increase in salaries. 

Senator Krennepy. I understand the $20,000 was to be repaid back 
at the rate of $80 a week. 

Now, your salary increase from 1956 to 1957 provided an increase 
of $150 per week, which would cover the repayment of your loan, plus 
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the extra taxes on your additional income, which meant that you 
received the money from the union to pay back the $20,0v0. 

Therefore, you received $20,000 free and clear from the union with- 
out a vote of the members; is that a correct statement ? 

Mr. Go.psretn. Senator, I respectfully decline to answer on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. To put this concisely, in 1956 you received $250 
a week. You received a $20,000 interest-free loan. In 1957 your 
salary was raised to $400 a week and it was provided that the loan 
would be paid back at the rate of $80 a week. 

Therefore, the increase in your salary which was made without 
going to the members for their agreement, would have given you not 
only your usual salary, but sufficient funds to repay the loan and the 
taxes and would have resulted instead of your paying back to the 
union the $20,000 you owed them, in your rec elv ing $20,000 free and 
clear. 

This was never put to the members for their consent, the 2,700 mem- 
bers of local 239% 

The Carman. Do you wish to comment on it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. GotpsteIn. Sir; is that a question or a statement ? 

The Cuarrman. We will make it a question. 

Senator Kennepy. Is that a fact ? 

Mr. Goupsrern. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. As I understand it, you are now under indict- 
ment awaiting sentence. 

Mr. Kennepy. He has been convicted together with Max Chester 
and Johnny Dioguardi. He is in jail awaiting sentence. 

Senator Kennepy. In what way is it going to be possible for you 
to pay back the $20,000 that you owe to the union members? Have 
you made any plans for that ? 

Mr. Go.tpste1n. Senator Kennedy, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Krnnepy. Is your salary continuing at the present time 
from the union ? 

Mr. GoLpsTEIn. Senator Kennedy, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator KENNEDY. Have you given a report to the members of your 
local as to whether you are going to receive a salary while you are 
in jail from them ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrman. Well, if you will not say whether the members 
knew about your loan and approved it, may I ask you if “Ducks” 
Corallo knew about it and approved it 2 

Mr. GotpsterIn. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Caamman. How about Johnny Dio, do you know him? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Senator McClellan, I respect fully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuaman. Did you take orders from him? 

Mr. GotpsteIn. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 
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The CuHairman. Are you under apprehension or fear of Johnny 
Dio and “Ducks” Corallo? Is that why you will not testify ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. GotpsTEIn. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, according to the information that 
we have, Mr. Goldstein played a very prominent role in the attempt to 
swing the election to Mr. John O’Rourke during the period of Novem- 
ber of 1955, and the first few months of 1956; is that correct Mr. 
Goldstein ¢ 

Mr. GoupsTEIn, Sir; I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr, Kennepy. And that in those negotiations, and in the work that 
you did, you were representing Tony Ducks. 

Mr. Gopsrern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you also acted in the capacity of an inter- 
mediary between Tony Ducks and Johnny Dio in connection with 
that election ? 

Mr. Goipstern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And during this same period of time, is it true 
that you had some conversations with certain teamster officials re- 
garding Mickey Finn of the UAW-CIO? 

Mr. Goupsretn. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. Mickey Finn of the UAW-CIO? 

Mr. Goupstein. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any conversations in November of 
1955 with Mr. Harold Gibbons, about moving Mickey Finn of the 
UAW-CIO to the teamsters ? 

Mr. Goutpstern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairrman. Who is Harold Gibbons? 

Mr. Goxpste1n. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to an- 
swer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Would you take the same position if I asked you 
who Mickey Finn was? 

Mr. Goxpstern. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to an- 
swer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it not true, also, that during the same period of 
time that you were talking to Mr. Gibbons about this, that Mr. Hoffa 
was attempting to get Mic key Finn, or was carrying on discussion 
with Mr. Harold Gibbons to get Mickey Finn a charter? 

Mr. Goupsrern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Was there any movement underway that you par- 
ticipated in about bringing in some of the other U AW-CIO mem- 
bers in the New York area into the teamsters union ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. And were these conversations all carried on at the 
same time that the conversations regarding the control of the presi- 
dency of joint council 16 was carried on. 

Mr. Goxpste1n. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incr iminate me. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Corallo in 
February of 1955, regarding the per capita dues payments that would 
have to be paid by loc a1 239 to the joint council ? 

Mr. Gotpsre1n. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you report to Mr. Corallo that you had a con- 
versation with Mr. Lacey and you were able to lower the per capita 
dues payments from $2,500 to about $175 2 

Mr. Gotpsrern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And during 1955, November and December of 1955, 
and January of 1956, did you hi ave frequent conversations with Mr. 
Corallo and Mr. Johnny Dio regarding the control of the joint council 
of teamsters in New York City ? 

Mr. Gorpsrrin. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you not make certain efforts yourself to have 
John O’Rourke elected as president of joint council 16% 

Mr. Gorpsrern. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you regard him as such a bad fellow that if 
you made the admission that you tried to help elect him or did help 
elect him president of the joint council that that would incriminate 
you‘ 

Are you implying that ? 

Mr. GoupsTeIn. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. If you cannot explain it, it is just left in such infer- 
ences as one wants to draw from it, I suppose, do you not? 

Mr. Gotpsrern. Senator McClellan, 1 must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to have Mr. Corallo 
return to the witness stand together with Mr. Goldstein. 

The Cuairman. Come around, Mr. Corallo. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH; AND SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS COUNSEL, MICHAEL P. DIRENZO—Resumed 


_ The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Corallo, you were sworn this morn- 
ing. 

Proceed Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have a call that I would like to 
play, the transcription of which was made prior to the time that this 
committee began its investigation, and it was made in accordance with 
a court order, and we have received a court order from the State of 
New York allowing this committee permission to use these calls. 

The CuatrmMan. The court order the Chair now has before him will 
be placed in the record at this point. 
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(The court order is as follows :) 


Court oF GENERAL SESSIONS, County or New York 


In THE MATTER OF INTERCEPTING TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATIONS TRANSMITTED 
OveR PENNSYLVANIA 6-3843 


It appearing from the affidavit of Alfred J. Scotti, Chief Assistant District 
Attorney of the County of New York, sworn to on May 1, 1957, that it is in the 
public interest to furnish to the United States Senate Select Committee on 
Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field, of which the Honorable 
John L. McClellan of Arkansas is Chairman, and Robert F. Kennedy is Chief 
Counsel, certain transcripts and information with respect to the interception 
of telephonic communications during the period November 28, 1955, to May 27, 
1956, which were transmitted over the telephone instrument designated as PEnn- 
sylvania 6-3843, listed in the name of International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
Local 239, A. F. of L., located in Room 205, Hotel Martinique, 49 West 32nd 
Street, City and County of New York, for the use of said committee in connection 
with and in the course of its said investigation, it is 

Ordered, That the District Attorney of New York County be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and empowered, to furnish said committee with the transcripts and 
information with respect to the interception of telephonic communications trans- 
mitted over the above-identified telephone instrument during the period set forth 
hereinabove, for the use of said committee in connection with and in the course 
of its said investigation. 

(Signed) Joun A. MULLEN, J.C.G.S. 

Dated, New York, N. Y., July 27, 1957. 


Court oF GENERAL SESSIONS, COUNTY OF NEW YorK 


In THE MATTER OF INTERCEPTING TELEPHONIC COMMUNICATIONS TRANSMITTED 
Over PENNSYLVANIA 6-3843. 


STATE OF NEw York, 
County of New York, ss: 

Alfred J. Scotti, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

I am the Chief Assistant District Attorney in and for the County of New York 
and in charge of the Rackets Bureau of the District Attorney’s Office. 

This is an application for an order permitting the District Attorney of New 
York County to furnish to the United States Senate Select Committee on Im- 
proper Activities in the Labor or Management Field, of which the Honorable 
John L. McClellan of Arkansas is Chairman, and Robert F. Kennedy is Chief 
Counsel, certain transcripts and information with respect to the interception 
of telephonic communications transmitted over PEnnsylvania 6~—-38438, listed in 
the name of International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Local 239 of the A. F. of L., 
located in Room 205, Hotel Martinique, 49 West 32nd Street, City and County 
of New York, during the period hereinbelow set forth. 

On January 30, 1957, the Senate of the United States duly adopted a resolu- 
tion by which the said committee was authorized to investigate improper activi- 
ties in the labor or management field, with the purpose of obtaining information 
upon which the United States Senate could consider the advisability of adopting 
new legislation or modifying or amending present statutes. 

The said committee thereafter conducted both public and private hearings 
with this end in view, and has subpoenaed and interrogated numerous wit- 
nesses from various localities and States of the United States. 

The committee is now planning to extend its investigation to the area of New 
York State and in this connection has issued, or contemplates the issuance of, 
a subpoena to Samuel Goldstein, to Bernard Stein, and to Antonio Corallo, all 
of whom are known to be officials and representatives of the said Local 239, for 
interrogation in connection with said investigation. 

In August 1956, and again subsequent to January 30, 1957, the date the said 
resolution above referred to was adopted, said Chief Counsel of said committee 
requested that this office furnish him, for the use of the said committee, all 
transcripts and information reflecting the interception of all telephonic com- 
munications transmitted over the telephone instrument hereinabove described. 

The records of this office reveal that the telephonic communications trans- 
mitted over said instrument were intercepted during the period hereinbelow 
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set forth. All of said interceptions were pursuant to orders issued by Judges 
of the Court of General Sessions under Section 818a of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 

The dates during which the said telephonic communications were intercepted 
were November 28, 1955, to May 27, 1956. 

It is respectfully submitted that the District Attorney of New York County 
be authorized, in the public interest, to furnish to the United States Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor or Management Field to 
said transcripts and other information for the use of said committee in con- 
nection with and in the course of its said investigation. 

No previous application has been made for the order herein requested. 

(signed) ALFrrep J. Scorri 

Sworn to before me this Ist day of May 1957. 

KATHRYN A. DONOHUE, 
Notary Public, State of New York. 

Mr. McDonovueu. My objection will be noted for the reasons previ- 
ously stated, 

The CHairman. Your objection has been noted, and to save you 
trouble we will consider you are objecting to everything from here on 
out. For the purpose of the record, those objections are overruled. 

Mr. Direnzo. I note the same objection on behalf of the witness 
Goldstein. 

The Cramman. But you waived any objection up to this point, 
and you did not ihfeebote it. But your objection is overruled. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this first is a transcript of a tele- 
phone conversation eh Mr. Samuel Goldstein, president of Local 
939, International Brotherhood of Teamsters, and Anthony: Ducks 
Corallo, vice president of Local 239, International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, both with long criminal records and will indicate the 
interest of these individu: als in the election of Mr. John O’Rourke. 


Mr. Goldstein is on two phone calls and only one of them is 
monitored. 
(The recording is as follows:) 


1st OPERATOR. Mr. Selzo. 

2p OPERATOR. I don’t get the name, Operator, 

SAMUEL GOLDSTEIN. Room 402, he’s in. 

Ist OPERATOR. Room 402. 

2p OpeRATOR. Operator, I don’t get that name. 

Ist OperATOR. Is it S-e-l-z-0? 

GOLDSTEIN. That’s right. 

1st OPERATOR. It’s S like in Sam, el, Z like in Zebra, o. 

2p OPERATOR. Selzo? 

Ist OperRATOR. Right. Room 402. 

2p OperATOR. We don’t have anyone listed in room 402. Are you calling the 
Seville? 

ist OpeRATOR. I’m trying 

GOLDSTEIN. The Seville; that’s right. 

ist Operator. Yes, we are. Do you have a Mr. Selzo registered? 

2p OPERATOR. No, I don’t have him listed, Operator. 

GOLDSTEIN. Fanny, there is no such name as Selzo, Fanny. 

2p OPERATOR. Sir? 

GOLDSTEIN. Let me make a—Forget about the person-to-person, Miss; let me 
just speak to the hotel and tell them to connect me to room 402, 

2p OPERATOR. Well, that will still be person-to-person. 

GOLDSTEIN. Okay, let it be person-to-person, 

Ist OpeRATOR. Operator—— 

2p OpeRATOR. I have a Mr. Macalu 

GoLpsTEIN. That’s the party, that’s the party I want. 

Ist OpeRATOR. Then do you want Mr. Macalu? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. 

Ist OPERATOR. We'll speak with Mr. Macalu. 

2p OpeRATOR. Are you paid? 
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ist OpreRAToR. Yes, I am. 

GOLDSTEIN. Inaudible. What’s all this Fanny? What is this? 

2p OPERATOR. Hold for a page, Operator. His room 

sooo Operator. Thank you. Sir, his room doesn’t answer; they’re having him 
paged. 

GOLDSTEIN. Thank you. What does Chester want: Fanny? 

Fanny, pick him up on 50 for me. RB 2-5961. Max on 50? Hello—— 

Ist OPERATOR. Yes? We're waiting for Mr. Macalu-— 

GOLDSTEIN. Will I meet who? 

ist OpeRATOR. Hello—— 

GOLDSTEIN. Yes, Miss; I’m listening to you 

ist OprrATor. Oh, all right. I was just saying we’re waiting for your party. 

GoLpsTEIN. Fine; thank you. : 

ist OPERATOR. You’re welcome. 

GoLDsTEIN. I got a 2 o’clock appointment, Max, but I got a few calls to make 
before I make that appointment. Why, I don’t want the other party with me. 
* * * Oh, so better meet me in the office about 4 o’clock. Oh, fine; that’ll be all 
right. * * * Yeah, what’s the situation there Max? * * * Where? * * * They’re 
going to close the joint and he’s talking about good raises. * * * Yeah. * * * 
All right Mac, how’s the situation down there? You know this guy’s number? 
The guy you spoke to; what’s his name? Yeah I’m just going to call him up Max. 
* * * You don’t want me to? * * * No, okay, fine. * * * Right, okay, Max. Right, 
right. * * * Oh, let him stop worrying about that; first we got to—let him go back 
and have some kind of a meeting with them and then tell them that he is coming 
next Thursday to discuss contract conditions. * * * He'll be back next Thursday 
to speak contract conditions. * * * Who’s that? * * * Yeah. * * * 

2p OPERATOR. Hold on, Operator; he’s coming to the phone. 

1st OprrRATor. Thank you. 

2p OPERATOR. Hello. 

Voice. Hello. 

2p Operator. Hello, Mr. Macalu? 

ALFRED MACALUSO. Yeah. 

2p OPERATOR. All right, New York 

GOLDSTEIN. Hello, Mac? 

Macavuso. Yeah? 

GoLDsTEIN. What’s new, Mac? 

Macarvuso. Oh, not much, Goldie. 

GOLDSTEIN. The other guy there? 

MaAcatuso. Yeah; how you been? 

GOLDSTEIN. Can’t complain, Mac. 

Macatuso. Hold on, right? 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 

Votce. Hello. 

GoLpsTEIN. Hello, Anthony? 

ANTHONY CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Let me explain to you what’s going on here. I went to see that— 
there was a big meeting Tuesday night, you know, for nominations. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLpsTEIN. Is it all right for me to talk? 

CorRALLo. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. There was a big meeting for nominations and all of a sudden 
there was rebellion in the hall, you know. This crew was hollering; that crew 
was hollering—everybody was hollering. So I went up into the side thing 
and I grabbed hold of Marty, you know. 

CoratLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. I says, “What are you doing Marty; this is no good for you; it’s 
no good for the other guy; it’s no good for nobody. Why don’t you listen to 
what I got to tell you; it’ll take a couple of minutes.” So I start to tell him, 
you know, what’s what, so he says, “What do you mean I don’t want to meet 
him?’ Who the hell does he think he is, you know. So I went over to Johnny, 
you know, “O.” And I sat down and I spoke to him real quick like for 2 
minutes. I said the best thing for you to do is to get together with this guy— 
1, 2, 3—this thing is going to go on all night; it’s no good for everybody. It’s 
going to hit the papers. 

CorALLO. Yeah. 

Go.LpsTEIN. So he says, “Does the guy want to talk?” I says, “Sure, he wants 
to talk to you. He’s waiting in the little thing for you.” So the both of them 
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went down. Now, I was going to do the talking but Johnny says, “I'll talk 
to him myself.” I says, “O. K.” You know, he’s big enough to handle his 
own problems, you know. 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So I walked way. So they cut up for about 45 minutes so the 
joint took a recess. 

CorRALLO. Why didn’t you stay there? 

GOLDSTEIN. He asked me to go away, Anthony. 

CorALLo. He asked you to go away? 

GOLDSTEIN. He said he wants to speak to him alone— 

CoraL.o. Oh. 

GOLDSTEIN. You know. So, the joint took a recess of 45 minutes but nobody 
left their seats. In the meantime, the press was upstairs, you know. 

CORALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So I guess you know we hit the papers here the next day. I don’t 
kuow if you get the papers down there. 

CORALLO. NO, 

GOLDSTEIN. Well, anyway this little thing went on, you know. And then 
when Johnny came back he moved away from his motion. In other words, it 
looked like everything was all right, as far as I knew. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. And then he sent somebody over; he wants to see me before the 
meeting ends like, you know. So, when I came—when the meeting was over, 
we had an 8 o’clock meeting ourselves that night, you know, with our members. 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. But I ran over to him and he says to me, “You done a good thing.” 
He says—he says “You moved it real good.” I says, “Johnny, I wished you would 
have let me stay with you; we could have moved it better maybe, not that you 
can’t do your own job, you know, I guess you know best what you want to tell 
them.” 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So, he says everything is okay, he says. I’m figuring that he spoke 
to the guy like I was told to; you know what I mean. 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Now, all of a sudden, there is a problem. So, your little fellow 
from 57th Street calls me yesterday—— 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. And he says, “There’s a problem; it’s no good.” 

CoRALLO. What— 

GOLDSTEIN. He says, “When I left it it was all right.” He says, “‘So see if you 
can go see that guy.” So 1 made him a call about 1 o’clock and he was gone—— 

Huh? 

CorALLO. I told those — — to let you talk to him. 

GOLDSTEIN. I don’t hear you. 

CoRALLO. I told those stupid guys to let you talk to him. 

GOLDSTEIN. Well, anyway, here’s what happened. When I called about 1 
o’clock he wasn’t in; he was in the mayor’s office, you know. I ain’t going to 
no mayor’s office, so I didn’t try to reach him any more. But I left word with 
the girl that he should call me as soon as she heard from him. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So, 1 o’clock last night, I got a call in my house from him. 

CorALLo., One o'clock at night? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. That’s the first he heard of it, you know. 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Evidently it slipped her mind and she must of thought about it 
and called him up and he called me, 1 o’clock in the morning. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. He says, “Can I see you tomorrow morning?” I says, “Yeah, what 
time?” “Well, you know what time,” he says, “6 o’clock.” So 6 o’clock I went 
down to see him this morning. And we start cutting it up with him, and I 
figured, whats the sense in me cutting all the way; I don’t know what I’m talk- 
ing about. You know what I mean? 

CorRALLO. You could have cut about the money, didn’t you? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah, but that wasn’t important no more because he was hurt by 
what happened on account of that night like: in other words, something must 
have happened from the night Johnny and him spoke until 2—3 days later, 
you know what I mean? 
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CoraALLo. Did you tell that to Johnny Dio? 

GoLpsTerIn. Well, I’ll finish the whole thing. 

So, now I’m in the middle with the thing here and this guy has got me in the 
room Tony from 6 o’clock, till 8 o’clock he’s talking his heart out to me and he 
told me that things could have been arranged. He says: “Why didn’t these peo- 
ple come,” he says. “I would listen to whatever you had to say,” he says, “but 
I’m not going to take no back seat the way they’re trying to do it. The 
whole press got it; everybody got it. Why should I back away now.” 

I says: “Marty, what’s the sense in fighting this here thing the way you’re 
fighting it now? It’s no good.” 

So the guys breaks down and he starts to cry, Tony, you know. He says: 
“Look, how many years I got to go? If they wanted this here thing why didn’t 
they tell me that 3 months ago. You could have come and spoke to me, Sam. 
Tell me what’s what.” 

CoraLLo. He knows you act for us? 

GOLDSTEIN. Huh? 

CoraLLo. He knows you know everything. 

GoLpsTeIn. Yeah. He says: “I would have made a speech but my doctor says 
I got too many jobs to take care of———”” You know what I mean. 

CoraLyto. Yeah. 

Go.tpstTern. And I would have backed away from one of them.” He said, 
“Look,” he says, “I’m going to win this thing Sam, and I’m going to fight it all 
the way down the line.” I says: “Look, Marty, don’t do nothing like that yet.” 
And listen, I never brought up Johnny’s name like in reference to something like, 
you know, he was a friend all the time; he told Johnny not to go on the campaign. 
I says, “Marty, I don’t know anything about that but there is one thing I can 
tell you, Johnny is still your friend. That I can guarantee you, no matter what 
you may think, he’s still your friend, you know. And I pulled Johnny up to the 
skyward while we were sitting there; in fact, I told him Johnny once told me 
that he was like a second father to him. You know, this and that. And the 
guy was crying, Tony, like a babe in the woods. “What,” he says, “if they 
would come and hit me with bats that would be all right. But not the way they 
done it to me. Look if they want to move Hickey, you know what I mean, I’ll 
help them.” 

CoratLo. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. “If they want to move the other guy up as the top man in the busi- 
ness I'll help them.” 

“Let’s sit down and talk,” he says. “Did I ever hurt anybody. Did I—Sam, 
have I done anything but good?” “Marty,” I says, “I’m not concerned in this 
here thing. As far as I’m concerned, you know how I stand Marty. I don’t 
have to tell anybody how I stand. Nobody knows better than you how I stand.” 
So I says, “I’m only here, Marty, trying to make peace. That’s what I’m trying 
todo. I’m trying to see that New York don’t blow up on account of this here.” 

He says, “So what am I supposed to do?” 

So, Johnny left me and I should call him when I get through, you know what 
I mean—— 

CorALio. Yeah. 

iOLDSTEIN. That he would have a walk with him. When I called Johnny he 
didn’t have no walk. But I made it that Johnny is the—I’ll bring Johnny in and 
Johnny will sit down like. In other words, if Johnny will get Johnny O’Rourke, 
this guy will sit and look to map something out. 

CorALLo. Work fast. 

GOLDSTEIN. Work fast; they already had a meeting. After I left about 10 
after 9; he wouldn’t let me out of the office, you know. 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. He says you handle it and he give me his phone number like. He 
says call me Saturday, Sunday, 2 o’clock, 4 o’clock. He says you call me, what- 
ever you hear, whatever they want to work you call me and I’il come and meet 
you, Sam. 

Coratto, Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. So now, I’m waiting to hear from them. They know exactly what 
happened. 

CoRALLoO. Well, reach out for them; I’m going up in the room. 

GotnsTeIn. Reach out for them? 

Coratio. Yeah, reach out for Johnny and tell them I said to phone me too. 
Give them the number where I’m at. 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 
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CoRALLO. And say that 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. Anthony 

CoRALLO. What? 

Gotpstern. Anthony, he says he’s going to win it; if they are going to fight 
him he’s going to winit. He got ways to win it. 

CoRALLO. He can’t win it. 

GOLDSTEIN. I wish you was there Tuesday night. 

CorRALLO. Yeah? Don’t underrate this guy, Tony. 

CorRALLO. No; but how’s he going to win it when he ain’t got the votes? 

GOLDSTEIN. I’ll tell you how, Tony. I got the roster in front of me. There’s 
57 locals, Tony. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. He shows me he’s got 33 locals in the bag, Tony; that’s more than 
half. 

CoRALLO. Don’t believe it. 

GOLDSTEIN. Tony, all right ; I’m just telling you. 

CoRALLO. Listen, could you reach out for Johnny now? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yes; I’ll get a hold of him right away. 

CorRALLO. Get a hold of him and call me right back ; I’m going up the room. 

GOLDSTEIN. You're going up—you want them to call you. 

CoRALLO. You'll be there, you'll be there. 

GOLDSTEIN. We’ll—they’ll be at 57th. 

CoRALLO. Well, you'll be there ; otherwise, let them call me. 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 

CorRALLO. If you can be there, be there ; I want to speak to all of you. 

GOLDSTEIN. All right, Tony. 

CoRALLO. I’m going up the room and wait for the call. 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 

CorRALLO. Right now. So long. 


The Cuarrman. That is a little interesting; is it not? 

Mr. Gotpstetn. Is that a statement or a question ? 

The CuarrMan. Both. 

Mr. Goipstern. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. How about this Mr. O’Rourke? What interest do 
you have in him about that time ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. A name you should know, Senator McClellan. 

The Cuarrman. It may bea good name. 

Mr. Gotpstern. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Who is this fellow Tony that they are referring to? 

Mr. Goupstertn. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. And Johnny Dio? It looks like something was 
kind of cooking. Can you tell us what it was? 

Mr. Gotpstern. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Who is Sam? Can you tell us who Sam is? 

Mr. Gotpstrern. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Could it possibly be Sam Goldstein ? 

Mr. Gorpstern. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you recognize Sam Goldstein’s voice on that 
recording ¢ 

Mr. Gotpstern. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you know the man sitting next to you now? 
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Mr. Goutpstetn. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Let us have order. 

Was it not that conversation between you and the man sitting next 
to you, just on your right, Ducks Cor: allo? 

Mr. Gotpsrer. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. Turn around and look at him and see if you can 
identify him. You know him, do you not? Thank you. 

You know him, do you not ? 

Mr. Gotpsrerx. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Well, is there anything in that that you would like 
to explain ? 

Mr. Gotpsrei1n. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. Who is Selzo? 

(At this point Senator McNamara entered the hearing room.) 

The CuarrMan. Do you know him? Do you know Selzo? 

Mr. Gotpsrern. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrman. Who is Macaluso? 

Mr. Gotpste1n. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Is there anything in here that you think would 
not incriminate you that you heard ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Corallo, maybe you will help us some. Can 
you give us any information about this telephone conversation ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrMan. It seems to me that you were one of the parties 
speaking here. Is that correct? 

Mr. Corauxo. I respectfully refuse to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Well now, that is a kind of pretty comeoff, that you 
boys sit there together and had this telephone conv ersation, and now 
you are side by side here where people are interested in the affairs that 
have gone on with respect to these labor unions—fraudulent elections 
and robbing the poor working people, and so forth, and you sit there 
now and won’t even recognize each other after planning and plot- 
ting here. 

Don’t you think that is a pretty picture? I am asking both of 
you. 

Mr. Gotpste1n. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Coratxo. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. Well, I am sorry then we had to bring you up 
here together, because that may incriminate you too. 

Go ahead, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is just some background that I might give on 
this, Mr. Chairman. 
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We can identify the voices. 
The CuarrmMan. Have your witness identify the voices. 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


‘The CuairmMAn. You were previously sworn ? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have been previously sworn during these hear- 
ings ¢ 

Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Did you hear this recording played just now? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir; I did. 

The Cuarrman. What date was that conversation ? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. This conversation was recorded on January 13, 
1956. 

The CHamman. How long was that before the election of joint 
council 16? . 

Mr. Lavurenpt. I think it was a few months. 

Mr. Kennepy. The election, Mr. Chairman, was on February 14, 
1956, and the charters of the so-called paper locals were Novem- 
ber 8, 1955. 

The Cuatrman. I wanted the relation of this conversation to the 
election. 

Mr. Kennepy. February 14. 

The Cuarrman. That has already been testified to. It is in the 
record. I just wanted to have it stated correctly. 

Did you recognize the voices in this telephone conversation that 
you just heard. 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; I just did. 

The CHatrmMan. Whose voices are they ¢ 

Mr. Lavrenpt. They are the voices of Anthony Corallo and Sam 
Goldstein. 

The Cuarrman. Do you see the gentlemen in the room whom you 
can identify as having the voices that we have a recording of here ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; I do. 

The CuHatrmMan, Point to them, will you? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. On my right is Sam Goldstein, and on his right is 
Tony Corallo. 

The Cuarrman. The two witnesses on the stand ? 

Mr. Lavurennpr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I see. Have you compared this transcription with 
the recording ¢ 

Mr. Lavrennpti. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Cuatrman. Is it correct? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. With a few minor exceptions, on page 2. 

The CuHarrMan. On page 2, will you note the corrections? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir. The third line down, instead of being 
“What’s all this, Fanny?” that should be “What’s all this, Bernie? 

The Cuarrman. That ison page 2? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir. 

The CrarrmMan. We will make that correction in the transcript. 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Also on lines 6 and 7. 

The Carman. What are the corrections there ? 
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Mr. Lavrenpr. On page 3, 6 lines down, instead of “Alfred Maca- 
luso,” that should be “Mac Macaluso.” 

The Cuairman. All right, we will make the correction there. Are 
there any other corrections in there ? 

Mr. Lavrennt. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. You observed no other corrections to be made ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. No, sir; I do not. 

The Cuarrman. All right; this transcript will be printed in the 
record. 

The date of the conversation, you say, was January 13, 1956? 

Mr. Lavrenpi. January 13, 1956; yes, sir. ; 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much. 

Senator Ives. I would hke to ask Mr. Laurendi if he did all of this 
under the direction of District Attorney Hogan ? 

Mr. Lavrenpvi. Under the direction of my superior officers, Capt. 
Fred Haynes, Lt. Willard F. J. Shipsey, and Acting Lt. George Re 
Salaca, who are my superior officers of the New York City Police De- 
partment, which is a squad attached to Mr. Hogan’s office. 

Senator Ives. They operate directly with Mr. Hogan’s office? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir; they do. 

Senator Ives. I merely want to commend you and your superiors, 
and to mention District Attorney Hogan as one of the outstanding 
district attorneys in the country. 

Mr. Lavrenpi. Thank you very much. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair would like to say for the record at this 
point that District Attorney Hogan’s office, and his staff, and every- 
one connected with his office have extended this committee every cour- 
tesy and cooperated fully. 

Mr. Kennepy. I might give a little background on this, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

This conversation as has been stated was recorded on January 13, 
1956. I might just receipt the events that preceded that. 

A meeting of joint council 16, in New York, was held at Roosevelt 
Auditorium, 100 East 17th Street, for the nomination of candidates 
for joint council 16 offices, on Tuesday, January 10, 1956. 

This first telephone conversation between Goldstein and Corallo 
which occurred on the following Friday, January 13, 1956, concerned 
the joint council meeting of January 10. 

The following which I am going to read are excerpts of the meeting 
of joint council 16 on January 19, 1956. 

The Cuamman. From the, minutes of the meeting? Do we have 
the minutes ? 

Mr. Kennepy. They are right here. 

The Cuarrman. Where were these minutes obtained? Maybe they 
should be sworn to. 

Mr. Kennepy. From the joint council office. 

The Cratrman. Is there any member of the staff who can verify 
this? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Tierney. 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL J. TIERNEY 


The Cratmman. Mr. Tierney, you have been previously sworn in 
this hearing ? 
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Mr. Trerney. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Is this a copy of the minutes that you obtained 
from the files of what office ? 

Mr. Trerney. From the files of joint council 16 in New York City 
of the teamsters. 

The Cuarrman. Is this the original that you obtained ? 

Mr. Tierney. This is the original I obtained. 

The Cuatrman. It came out of the files? 

Mr. Tierney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, you may refer to them and read any part of them into the 
record. 

This will be made exhibit 123. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 123” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. The excerpt that we are interested in reads as 
follows: 

A motion was made by Brother Collins, local 816, and seconded by Brother 
Gallien, local 607, that all other business be dispensed with and that nomina- 
tions be conducted. A voice vote followed. The chairman, Martin Lacey, ruled 
the motion carried. 

Then Brother McNamara, local 808, appealed the decision to the chairman 
and Brother Holt, local 805, seconded the appeal. 

Then the next note is that the meeting recessed, and then this 
follows: 


Brother O’Rourke, Local 282, requested Brother McNamara to withdraw his 
motion, and Brother McNamara withdrew his motion, and asked the seconder, 
Brother Holt, if he agreed to withdrawing the motion. Brother Holt agreed. 
The motion to suspend all business therefore carried. The chairman turned 
the Chair over to Vice President Catrollo for nominations. 

So there was a recess that was discussed here which occurred, which 
was discussed in this telephone conversation, and the recess occurred 
and Mr. Lacey and Mr. O’Rourke got together. Then when Mr. 
O’Rourke came back, he requested Mr. McNamara to withdraw his 
motion, which was done, and the seconder, Holt, who had seconded the 
motion, also withdrew his second. 

The Cuarrman. Is Holt the same man that provided that bouncing 
charter ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. That is correct. He is secretary-treasurer of local 
805, and very close to Johnny Dioguardi. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, | have two points that I would like to bring 
out. 

On page 5, Mr. Chairman, there is a notation: 

GOLDSTEIN. Now, all of a sudden, there is a problem. So your little fellow 
from 57th Street calls me yesterday——— 

The little fellow from 57th Street there, Mr. Chairman, we believe 
tobe Johnny Dio. That was his address at that time. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH; AND SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
HIS COUNSEL, MICHAEL P. DIRENZO—Resumed 


The Cuatrman. How about that, Mr. Goldstein, could you help 
us out ¢ 
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Mr. Goxpstrin. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. We wouldn’t want to do the “little fellow” any 
injustice, and you might help us if you would tell us. 

Mr. Gorpsrrrx. Senator McClell: an, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Goldstein speaks of Johnny Dio, and he says 
to Mr. Corallo, “So, your little fellow from 57th Street calls me 
yesterday—” and Corallo says, “Yeah,” and Goldstein says, “—and 
he says, ‘There’s a problem; it’s no good.’” And Corallo says, 
“What—” and then they go on. 

Then over on page 6 there is something of particular interest, and 
we are going to have some more information on that immediately, 
but it is Goldstein discussing with Corallo: “Can I see you tomorrow 
morning ?”—reciting the conversation or relating the conversation that 
he, Goldstein, had had with Martin Lacey. 


GOLDSTEIN. He says, “Can I see you tomorrow morning?’ I says, “Yeah, 


what time?” “Well, you know what time,” he says, “6 o’clock.” So 6 o’clock 
I went down to see him this morning. And we start cutting it up with him, and 
I figured, what’s the sense in me cutting all the way; I don’t know what I’m 


talking about. You know what I mean. 
Then Corallo says something which is of considerable significance: 


You could have cut about the money, didn’t you? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah, but that wasn’t important no more because he was hurt 
by what happened on account of that night; like, in other words, something 
must have happened from the night Johnny and him spoke. 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Goldstein, you were the one that was talking 
to somebody here named “Marty.” Is Marty, Mr. Lacey? Is that 


who that is! 

Mr. Gotpstern. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Is Marty the one that was crying like a babe in 
the woods ? 

Mr. Gotpste1n. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to answer 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Did he cry in your presence that day ? 

Mr. Goupsrern. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kennepy. It goes on, of course, on page 7, and Corallo asks if 
he discussed this matter with Johnny Dio, and then they go on to 
discuss the relationship or somewhat of the relationship between 
Johnny Dio and Johnny O’Rourke. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Corallo, did you understand when you were 
talking to Sam there, that it was Marty that was doing the erying? 
Did you get that impression from the conversation you had with him? 

Mr. Coratio. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CramMan. It was the other fellow crying and it wasn’t you. I 
thought you wouldn’t mind telling whether you got the impression he 
was the one who was crying. 

Mr. Corario. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Then there is more reference to Johnny Dio’s in- 
terest and activities in this on page 8, where there is a discussion on 
the bottom of page 8, of Johnny Dio sitting down with Johnny 
O’Rourke and discussing this whole matter. 

Now, we have another telephone conversation which will relate to 
this. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions on this conversa- 
tion / 

Allright, let us play the next one. 

Mr. Kennepy. If I could ask Mr. Corallo, what money were you 
referring to there in connection with Martin Lacey ? 

Mr. Coratxio. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had arrangements been made to offer Mr. Martin 
Lacey some money to get out of the fight ? 

Mr. Coratio. I must respectfully decline to answer on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. This conversation took place on the same day, Jan- 
uary 13, Mr. Chairman. I would like to explain that we have the 
same situation as we had in the other call, where Goldstein is talking 
to two people at once, and he is talking to Corallo, and that whole 
conversation is recorded, and he is talking on the other phone to 
Johnny Dio, and the only part of that conversation that is recorded 
is what he says to Johnny Dio. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. McDonovuen. My objection is noted, Mr. Chairman and mem- 
bers of the committee. 

The CuatrrMan. It is noted permanently. 


Mr. McDonoven. And I would like at this time, Mr. Chairman, 
as long as this is on the TV, and perhaps a nationwide audience, to 
say at least for the purposes of counsel of record that our position 
should be explained to the committee and explained to the TV audi- 
ence, and I quote from President Grant in 1876: 


The privilege against self-accusation, it is an inherent natural right, recog- 
nized in this country by a constitutional guaranty which protects every citizen, 
the President as well as the humblest in the land, from being made a witness 
against himself. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think if Mr. Grant were here now and ob- 
served the capriciousness with which it is apparently invoked, he 
would have had a little more to say than is there recorded. 

Mr. McDonoveu. As late as 1943, Justice Robert H. Jackson, of 
the Supreme Court, had this to say on the same thing: 

If there is any fixed star in our constitutional constellation, it is that no 
official, high or petty, can proscribe what shall be orthodox in politics, national- 
ism, religion, or other matters of opinion, or force citizens to confess by word 
or act their faith therein. 

That was in 1943. 

The Cuatrman. Let the Chair say that if this is on a national 
hookup of this proceeding—I doubt that it is, but I hope it is, and 
IT am not sure—I think the American people who are observing, most 
of them at least, have the intellect and the judgment to form their 
own opinions without going back to Mr. Grant or even hearing a 
Supreme Court decision. Let us proceed. 





4676 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


(Transcript of telephone conversation between Sam Goldstein, pres- 
ident, Local 239, International Brotherhood of Teamsters, and 
Anthony “Ducks” Corallo, vice president, Local 239, International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters, on January 13, 1956, is as follows: ) 


Sam GoLtpstTeIn. Jefferson 2—2511. 

OPERATOR. Your number? 

GoLpDsTEIN. My number is Pennsylvania 6-3843. 

OperaAToR. Thank you. 

GoLDSTEIN. John, I didn’t think I was going to hear from you, so I— * * * 
When? * * * Yeah * * * She—she didn’t tell me nothing—— 

(Goldstein was on two phones; now he switches to his long-distance call to 
Florida. ) 

MaAn’s Voice. Hello—— 

GOLDSTEIN. Hello, Tone? Hold on, Tone—— 

ANTHONY CoRALLO. Hold on—— 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah; one second, Johnny, huh? 

CoRALLO. Hello. 

GoLpsTEIN. Hello, Tone? As I was dialing you, Johnny came in on the other 
phone. Do you want me to have Johnny call you now? 

CorALLo. Can you get him? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah; he’s on the other phone now. 

CoRALLO. What happened ? 

GOLDSTEIN. Tone? He’s says it’s better you call him. At the Plaza 7? No? 
[To other party.] Hold on just 1 minute, John. Judson 2-59. Are you going 
to be there, John? * * * Hello, Tone * * * Yeah * * * Do you want to call him 
at Judson 2——- 

CoRALLO. Johnson 2 

GOLDSTEIN. Judson, Judson, J-u-d-s-o-n 2—1259—— 

CoRALLO. Judson 2—1259; right? 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 

CoRALLO. Yeah 

GotpsTEIN. Yeah, Johnny. Do you want to say anything now? Try it, Johnny. 
You can’t go up there—— 

Listen, Tone—— 

CorALLo. Yeah? 

GOLDSTEIN. He can’t go up to see the meet—so * * * Listen, that’s what 
Tll do; that’s what I'll do. I'll have him call you, Johnny; all right? I'll hang 
you up; I'll speak to him and he’ll call you right away again—yeah—-yeah— 
yeah. What am I supposed to do with it; what am I supposed to do with it, 
John? It’s no good this way; I’m going and I’m groping in the dark, John * * *, 

CorALLO. Ask him about the money. 

GOLDSTEIN. You’re not going to meet the guy, huh? 

CorALLO. Did you ask him about the money ? 

GOLDSTEIN. All right ; you tell thim everything, John; O. K.? 

CorALLo. Did he offer the 10,000 a week—a year? 

GOLDSTEIN. All right, John; I’ll hang you up. 

Hello, Tone—— 

CoRALLO. Yeah? 

GOLDSTEIN. Look, Tony, I'll explain to you. He would have listened to any- 
thing a couple of months ago; sit down and talk it over. Now, the way they done 
things Tuesday night, Tone—if it was you and you was a whipped dog, Tone, you'd 
get up and you'd fight, Tone ; you know what I mean? 

CoRALLO. Yeah 

GoLpsTEIN. Tone, there’s all kinds of ways to do things; you know what I 
mean? 

CoRALLO. What’s that? What happened? The whole joint council is 
against 

GoLpsTEIN. Is against who? 

CoRALLO. What happened with this whole committee? 

GOLDSTEIN. With the committee? They met this morning; all the committee. 

CorRALLo. They met this morning? 

GOLDSTEIN. They met this morning? 

CoraLLo. Yeah? 

GoLpsTEIN. He asked me if I wanted to stay there. I says, “Marty, what am 
I got to do with this thing? People think I’m a figure in this thing; I’m nothing, 
Marty. I’m just trying to do the best I can. I don’t want to meet the whole 
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committee ; they’ll be talk around New York—what am I doing there; you know?” 
He says, “You're right; you’re right, Sam.” You're right, you know. 

And what am I—look, Tone, while I’m sitting—you know those couple hours— 
DeLurey walked in; Toretella walked in; Parisi walked upstairs—you know 
what I mean, Tone? 

CoRALLO. Parisi see you? 

GOLDSTEIN. No; I ducked him. But Toretella and DeLurey saw me; you know 
what I mean? That’s no good for me, Tone; you know what I mean? 

CorALLo. That’s all right ; it’s nothing against you. 

GOLDSTEIN. All right, if you say it’s O. K. 

CoRALLO. Know the part you’re playing. 

GOLDSTEIN. Huh? 

CoRALLO. They all know what part you’re playing—— 

GOLDSTEIN. I think so. 

CoRALLO. Because they’re allin the open. You understand? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. 

CorALLo. They’re all gone. 

GOLDSTEIN. How’s the weather, Tone? 

CorALLo. Aye * * * I got a cold; I’mall stuffed up. 

GOLDSTEIN. When do you think you'll be coming back? 

CoRALLO. Sunday. How’s them guys doing? Good? 

GOLDSTEIN. No. 

CoRALLO. They didn’t go? 

GOLDSTEIN. No. 

CoRALLO. They didn’t go yet? 

GOLDSTEIN. No. 

CoRALLO. Those ————. 

GOLDSTEIN. When you coming back? Sunday? 

CoraLLo. If you call that big guy, tell him I says—if he took care of that 
thing I told him. 

GOLDSTEIN. Carmine? 

CoRALLO. No. 

GOLDSTEIN. Dick? 

CoRALLO. Yes. 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. I'll call him right away. 

CoraL_Lo. That island thing, you know. 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. 

CorRALLO. J'ust speak to him. 

GOLDSTEIN. I know what to say. 

CoRALLO. Just speak to him, watch what you tell him. 

GOLDSTEIN. I will. 

CoRALLO. What else? 

GOLDSTEIN. Oh, I don’t know. I can’t tell you nothing else. I can tell you 
everything is moving good with 239. That’s all I can tell you. 

CoraLLo. Did you go over the doctor’s? 

GOLDSTEIN. Huh? 

CorALLo. Did you go to the doctor’s? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. 

CorALLo. What did he say? 

GOLDSTEIN. Well, my heart is 100 percent; my lungs is 100 percent; my blood 
pressure’s up, but he found sugar, you know. 

CoRALLO. How much? 

GOLDSTEIN. Well, I went today; I went for blood pressure today and I’ll know 
about 5 o’clock. I’ll call the doctor about 5 o’clock. 

CoraLLo. You tired and hungry all the time? 

GotpstrIn. No. He says to me, he says, “You work too hard.” I said, “I 
work too hard? I don’t do nothing.” He says, “Well, whatever you do, you 
spend long hours at it.” 

CoRALLO. He’s full of ————. 

GoLpsTEIN. Pile of , all right. I got to take—the sugar don’t show 
nothing ; if the blood don’t show nothing, him, I know what I have to do. 

CorALLoO. You sleepy? 

GOLDSTEIN. No. 

Coratito. Tired? 

GoLpsTEIN. No. * * * no, but I’m drinking a lot of water, Tone. 

CorALLoO. Yeah. 

GoLDsTEIN. Now, listen, Tony, he’s waiting by the phone; you call him. 
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CorALLO. What’s that number? 
GOLDSTEIN. Judson 2-1259. 
CorALLo. Judson 2-1259. 
GOLDSTEIN. Right. Allright. * * * Tone. 

CoRALLO. Yeah? 

GOLDSTEIN. What should I be—a football over the weekend, or what? 

CoRALLO. You can’t be a football, because you got no other choice. 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 

CoRALLO. You gotta drown with everybody. 

GOLDSTEIN. All right, Tone. 

CoRALLO. Listen; what I mean you got to drown with everybody, you got to 
be on the rough side. 

GOLDSTEIN. Oh, that’s for sure. 

CorALLO. Know what I mean? 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. That’sfor sure. I wish you were here, Tone. 

CorALLo. But I’m not. 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah; I guess so. 

CorALLO. Glad that I’m not. 

GOLDSTEIN. All right, Anthony; I'll speak to you over the weekend. At this 
same place? 

CorALLo. Yeah. But, listen, how about Mickey Finn? 

GoLpsTEIN. He just called me about 15 minutes ago; he wants to reach your 
fat friend. 

CorALLO. What happened? The guy didn’t get back when he was supposed to? 

GOLDSTEIN. Not entirely. 

CorALLo. Not entirely—well, I told him to give me the whole 
he’s going to start the beat one at a time. 

GOLDSTEIN. I say, that’s no problem of yours now ; I'll speak to Carmine now. 

CorRALLo. All right. 

GOLDSTEIN. I got the phones out looking for Carmine now. 

CoraLLo. Tell that other to get ahold of him; if you can’t get him there, get 
him on 36th Street. 

GOLDSTEIN. Right. 

CorALLo. Champion’s place. 

GOLDSTEIN. All right, Anthony. 

CoRALLo. O. K. 

GOLDSTEIN. Take care. 

CorALLo. All right. 


The CuHarrMan. Well, all right. 

Would the witnesses now like to throw any light on this conversa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Gorpstrern. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to an- 
swer on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Corallo, would you care to be helpful? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. It looks like this thing is about to get out of hand 
at that moment; does it not? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Senator McClellan, I respectfully decline to an- 
swer on the grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 
The Cuatrman. All right. 
Let me get it in the record. 
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TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The CuHatrmMan. You heard this recording ? 
Mr. Lavrenpr. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Cuarmman. Have you compared the transcript with it? 
Mr. Lavrennt. I have. 

The Cuarrman. Is the transcript correct ? 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir; it is. 
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The Cuarrman., It is correct ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes; it is. 

The Cuatrman. This transcript may be printed in the record. 

What is the date of this conversation ? 

Mr. Lavurenpi. This conversation was recorded on January 13, 
1956. 

The Cuairman. Do you recognize any of the voices ? 

Mr. Laurennr. Yes, sir. I recognize both parties. 

The Cuarrman. Both parties? 

Mr. Lavrenpr. Sam Goldstein and Anthony Corallo. 

The Cuatrman. The two witnesses who are here before the com- 
mittee now ¢ 

Mr. Laurenpt. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Are there any questions ? 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman ¢ 

The CHarrMaNn. Senator Ives. 

Senator Ives. Are you about to discharge the witnesses ? 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions on this? 

Mr. Kennepy. I have some points that I want to make. 

The CuarrmMan. I meant has the committee any questions on this 
particular item. 

Senator Ives. I have them on something else. 

The CHarrmMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I might say starting on page 1 
where they give some of these numbers, Plaza 7 is the beginning of 
Johnny Dio’s number. Johnny Dio was on the other phone. His 
telephone number at that time started out Plaza 7. During this period 
of time he received a great number of his telephone « alls at local 805 
of the teamsters, the local that was run by Milton Holt. That number 
is the number that they ultimately decided that he should be called 
at by Corallo, and that was Judson 2-1259, which is mentioned over 
on the top of page 2 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. I think it is of particular significance that at this 
time, Corallo and Johnny Dio were attempting to get Martin Lacey 
to withdraw from the race, so that the presidency would go to John 
O’Rourke. We have over here on the bottom of page 10 probably the 
most significant part of either one of these calls, namely Tony Cor- 
allo—— 

Mr. McDonovucu. What page is that? 

Mr. Kennepy. Page 2 of the second call, where Tony Corallo says 
to Goldstein in connection with Johnny Dio, “Did he offer the $10, 000 
a week—a year?” 

Did he offer the $10,000? 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH; AND SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
HIS COUNSEL, MICHAEL P. DIRENZO—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell us whether you made arrangements, 
Mr. Corallo, to offer Martin Lacey $10,000 a year if he would get out 
of the race? 
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Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Right above that he says “Did you ask him about the 
money” and Goldstein answers, “All right, you tell him everything, 
John, O. K.?” And Corallo goes on, “Did he offer the $10,000 a 
week—a year ¢” 

Can you tell us about the $10,000? 

Mr. Coratvo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Goldstein goes on to explain that Martin Lacey per- 
haps would have sat down and talked about it a few months ago, 
but now it was too late, he was too involved and now he was going to 
fight this thing, which he ended up doing. 

Then the telephone number, again, that is mentioned, on page 6, 
where Tony was supposed to call, is Judson 2~—1259, which is the 
telephone number of local 805. 

We see also on page 7 the conversation referral to Mickey Finn, 

Can you tell us shout that, Mr. Goldstein ? 

Mr. Gotpstern. Sir, I must. respectfully decline to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you not carrying on some discussions durin 
this period of time about bringing Mickey Finn of the VA W-CIO into 
the teamsters ? 

Mr. GotpsTErn. Sir, I must respectfully decline to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the Dick that is mentioned in here we believe to 
be Dick Kaminetsky and Carmine to be Carmine Trammunti, two of 
the lieutenants of Tony Ducks. 

The Champion place is Champion Trucking Co., mentioned on page 
8. This is Abe Chait, who operates out of New York, and it is the 
location where Solly Cotliar, who we heard about this morning, used 
to operate out of, as well as Dick Kaminetsky. 

Senator Ives. Are there any further questions, counsel ? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. That was the explanation of some of the items 
in the call. 

Senator Ives. If that is all you have for the moment, I will get my 
2 cents in here. 

This is something different. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan entered the hearing room.) 

Senator Ives. My question applies to both witnesses. 

I will first direct it to Mr. Corallo, because he happens to be the first 
one today. 

I wish that Mr. Goldstein would also pay attention to it, because 
in the event Mr. Corallo cannot answer it, I will ask him. 

Did your local 239 negotiate a contract with Redgton Automotive 
Supply Co., of 6012 Eighth Avenue, Brooklyn, which company is a 
1-man operation conducted by Francis Shannon ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I must decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Goldstein ? 

Mr. GotpsteIn. Senator Ives, I respectfully decline to answer the 
question on the grounds that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ives. All right. 
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Is it true that there are no employees in this company, but notwith- 
standing this you signed a collective bargaining agreement with it? 

Mr. Coratio. I must decline to answer the question on the ground 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Gorpsrern. Senator Ives, I respectfully decline to answer the 
question on the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ives. Did you not sign a similar contract with another one- 

man mores owned by Pat Reger, of 1368 Linden Boulevard, Brooklyn, 
N. Y.? 

Mr. Coratxo. I must decline to answer the question on the grounds it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ives. I do not care which one will answer first. [ am going 
to get the same answer out of them. I can see that. 

Mr. Gotpstre1n. Senator Ives, I respectfully decline to answer on 

the grounds it may tend to inc riminate me. 

Senator Ives. This is the last one. Was not Mr. Reger, according to 
the terms of the contract, forbidden to conduct his business on Satur- 
days, despite the fact that no employees are involved ? 

Mr. Coratro. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Gotpstern. Senator Ives, I respectfully decline to answer on 
the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHarrman. Senator Kennedy. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, these records and other evidence 
brought before the committee indicate that the charter for these paper 
locals was obtained by fraud, also credentials involved in the voting 
for the head of the teamsters of New York City, and that fraud was 
involved in the voting. It was involved in the preparation of the 
credentials. 

We have this evidence that Mr. Corallo and Mr. Goldstein dis- 
cussed paying $10,000 to Mr. Lacey to withdraw from the fight for 
the control of the teamsters in New York. 

We understand, it has been brought out, that Johnny Dio brought 
in a number of men into the labor movement, all of whom had prison 
records, many of whom have been indicted since then, including Mr. 
Dio, and sentenced to jail for extortion and other crimes. 

I would like to ask either witness why it was that these racketeers 
were so interested in playing a major part in winning control of the 
teamster movement in New York City. 

Mr. Coratxo. I must respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. I will ask Mr. Goldstein. Why was it worth so 
much effort by you, Mr. Corallo, Mr. Dio, and all of the rest, to iry 
to put Mr. O’Rourke in as head of the teamsters instead of Mr. 
Lacey 

Me Gotpstetn. Senator Kennedy, I respectfully decline to answer 
the question on the ground that it may a to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. I understand, Mr. Goldstein—are you still pres- 
ident of local 239? 

Mr. Gorpsrern. Senator Kennedy, I must respectfully decline to 
answer the question on the ground that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. And I understand Mr. Corallo is vice president 
of local 239. 
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Mr. Coratxo. I must respectfully decline to answer the question 
on the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Kennepy. The ethical practices committee of the AFL- 
CIO has called for the resignation of any officers of any local in the 
AFL-CIO who take the fifth amendment before this committee. The 
fifth amendment has been taken by both of you many times today, 

It seems to me an obligation of the president of the teamsters to 
ask for the resignation of both of you and, certainly, to investigate 
the material that has been brought forth before this committee. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions? 

Mr. Kennepy. We have one other matter we would like to take 
up with these gentlemen, if they could stand aside and let us call Mr. 
John O’Rourke. 

The Cuarrman. The two witnesses will stand aside for the present, 
subject to being recalled this afternoon. 

Mr. O’Rourke, please come forward. 

(Present at this point were Senators McClellan, Ives, Ervin, Me- 
Namara, Kennedy, and Mundt.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. O’Rourke, will you be sworn, please? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. O’Rourkse. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN 0’ROURKE, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
SOL GELB 


The Cuarrman. State your name, your place of residence, and your 
business or occupation. 

Mr. O’Rovurke. John O’Rourke, 4120 50th Street, Woodside, Long 
Island. 

The CrHatrman. Yes, sir. Will you answer the remainder of the 
question, please ¢ 

Mr. O’Rovrke. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the ground it may 
tend to incrminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You are the president of a joint council of the 
teamsters union; is that correct ? 

Mr. O’Rovurse. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. What is there about that council that would in- 
criminate you ? 

Mr. O'Rourke. I respectfully refuse to answer on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Well, there has been a lot of testimony here. You 
can help us clear it up a little, you know. You can sort of get it 
straightened out, if there is anything wrong. Do you not think so? 

Mr. O'Rourke. I refuse to answer on the grounds that it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The CHairmMan. Well, let me see if I can get you to answer this 
question: Do you have counsel ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record ¢ 

Mr. Gets. Sol Gelb, 30 Broad Street, New York. 
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The Cuamman. Are you a member of the New York bar? 

Mr. Gets. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, will you proceed. Let us be sure we 
give this witness an opportunity to clear up this record. It is pretty 
cloudy. 

He looks like a nice, pleasant Irishman. I believe he is going to tell 
us something directly. Go ahead. 

Senator Munpr. Before we start, I would like to address a question 
to Mr. O’Rourke. 

As one who has listened to most of this testimony, it seems to me you 
have been pretty badly incriminated by some of the evidence placed 
before this senatorial committee. Is there anything you would like 
to say at this time to help disincriminate yourself? 

Mr. O’Rourke. Senator, I refuse to answer on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. It would be a wonderful opportunity now. It is 
the same forum before which you have been accused as to really serious 
dereliction. It is a wonderful opportunity to straighten out the rec- 
ord if, in fact, your activities have been such that the record can be 
straightened out. 

I want to give you that opportunity. I do not want you to go away 
and say you did not have a chance to tell the truth; you did not have 
a chance to deny the charges. You have that chance right now in the 

open. 

Is there anything you would like to say to place your record in a 
better light before the people of New York City ? 

Mr. O’Rovurxe. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. Is the whole story really that bad, so that if you 
told us the truth, you would incriminate yourself ? 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, that it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Munpr. You would be the best judge of that. I would 
hope that you could say something in your own defense. 

The Cuamman. All right, Mr. ‘Counsel. 

Mr. Adlerman, are you serving as counsel at this moment ? 

Mr. ApterMAN. I am, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Gers. Senator, may I ask you something. 

The CHarrman. Yes, you may. 

Mr. Gets. The witness has indicated quite clearly that he refuses 
to accuse himself. 

The Cuarrman. Refuses to what ? 

Mr. Gers. Accuse himself. 

Senator Munpr. He has gone further than that. He has refused to 
— himself. Let us get the record straight. 

Mr. Gets. I say the witness has made it quite clear that he refuses 
to accuse himself. 

Senator Munpr. And he refuses to defend himself, too. Let us 
keep the record straight. 

Mr. Geir. What I say is a fact. 

Senator Munpr. What I say is a fact. 

Mr. Geis. Yes, sure. He has invoked a constitutional right. 
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The Cuarrman. We are simply going to give him an opportunity 
to invoke it to his full satisfaction. 

Mr. Ges. Would you permit me to ask a question ? 

The Carman. Yes. 

Mr. Gexs. I say he has invoked the constitutional right and to 
which ungrudging adherence should be given. He has made it quite 
plain that he is amas to accuse himself. 

We can save time at the very threshold. I assume you are not going 
to ask him irrelevancies. 

The CHairMan. How would you assume we save time / 

Mr. Gers. That you take it for granted that he is not going to 
accuse himself. 

The CuHairman. Well, we will take it for granted that he is not 
going to. accuse himself, but we would like to take it for granted that 
he will be a good citizen and try to help this committee and his Gov- 
ernment carry out an assignment of a task that has been assigned to it. 

We would like to hope, that he he will be a little bit cooperative 
to that end. 

Mr. Gets. And I would like to hope that in view of the plain posi- 
tion expressed, that you would not try to trap him. 

The CuarrMan. Not try to what? 

Mr. Gets. Trap him. 

The Cuarrman. I could not do that. There is no danger. 

Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. ApterMAn. Mr. O’Rourke, how long have you been in the labor 
movement ? 

Mr. O’Rovurse. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMan. And you were president and secretary of local 282 
for the past 9 years? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. At the present time, are you president of the Joint 
Council No. 16 of New York? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, were you president of joint council 
16 several years ago and you gave it up because of ill health or some 
other reason, is that right ? 

Mr. O’Rovrke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. AptermMan. Then in the middle of 1955 or sometime in 1955, 
you decided to run again for the joint council, is that correct ? 

Mr. O’Rorvuxe. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me, on the same grounds stated in my previous question. 

Mr. AvLteRMAN. Judge Gelb has asked that we try to limit this as 
much as we can to personal questions. I will try todo so. I will try 
to ascertain from you now whether you had anything to do with the 
chartering of the paper locals, the seven paper locals. 

Mr. O’Rovurse. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Of which, of course, you were the beneficiary in 
votes or attempted beneficiary of those votes. 
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Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 

may tend to incriminate me. 

he Cuarrman. Let me ask you something. Do you honestly be- 
lieve that if you answered the question and told the truth, that a truth- 
ful answer might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds, 
Senator, it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. Listen to the question. Ask him that question 
again. 

7 will ask you. Are you president of joint council 16? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Have you been serving as president of joint coun- 
cil 16 during the past year at any time? 

Mr. O’Rovrxe. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

he Cuarrman. Now, I ask you again: Do you honestly believe, 
and will you state under oath, that you honestly believe that if you 
gave a truthful answer to that question that a truthful answer might 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. With the permission of the committee, without ob- 
jection from the committee, The Chair orders and directs you to 
answer that question. 

Mr. O’Rovrke. I refuse to answer on—— 

Mr. Gets. By the way, may I inquire what question is before the 
witness ? 

The Cuamman. The record shows what question is before him, but 
for the benefit of counsel who may desire to advise him, I will ask 
him the question again. 

Do you honestly believe that if you gave a truthful answer to that 
question under oath, that a truthful answer might tend to incriminate 
you? That is with regard to the question of whether you are now 
president or have served as president of joint council 16. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. O’Rourke. The answer is yes. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Gers. Senator, may I make the observation the subject is not 
as simple at that. It isn’t all black and white. There are some very 
interesting 

The Cuatrman. We are looking for something white around here. 

Mr. Gets. I know, but there are some very interesting historical 
events concerning the invoking of the privilege. I could tell you a 
very interesting story about it which would put this in proper per- 
spective. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I believe it is in proper perspective. I can 
tell you my position. I will maintain that position until some court 
tells me I am wrong. 

I do not believe a witness can just capriciously take the fifth amend- 
ment and refuse to answer any question and I do think a witness 
should be required and can be required to state that he honestly be- 
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lieves: that a truthful answer to a question might tend to incriminate 
him. 

Otherwise, I think he would be invoking it capriciously if he could 
not state that. That is the position I have taken. I believe the com- 
mittee has sustained me on it. 

All right, proceed. 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, you say that you refuse to answer 
any questions regarding the chartering of the paper locals. You 
refuse to commit yourself on that. 

Will you tell the committee whether or not you had any discus- 
sions regarding the chartering of these paper locals with Mr. Mohn? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. And may I ask whether or not you had any con- 
versations regarding the chartering of these paper locals with Mr, 
James Hoffa ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Apterman. Did you ever discuss this question with Mr. Harold 
Gibbons ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMAN. Do you recall whether or not you made some tele- 
phone calls to Mr. Mohn and to Mr. Hoffa at about the time these 
charters were made ? 

Mr. O’Rovurkce. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds as the previous question. 

Mr. AtperMAN. For the purpose of the record, of course, the char- 
ters were issued on November 8, 1955. I would like to ask you spe- 
cifically whether or not you made any calls at about that time to 
Mr. Mohn, Einar Mohn; that is, on November 9, 1955. 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know Mr. Mohn? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Let me see. What is his position in the interna- 
tional teamsters ? 

Mr. ApLterMAN. He was executive assistant to the president, Mr. 
Beck, and he is vice president of the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters. 

The CuHamman. Do you know Dave Beck ¢ 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know John English ? 

Mr. O’Rovrxe. I refuse to answer on the grounds—the question on 
the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know Johnny Dio? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know Harold Gibbons ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer the question on the same 
grounds as the previous question. 
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The Cuarrman. Do you know Anthony “Ducks” Corallo and Sam 
Goldstein? The two men who preceded you on the witness stand? 

Mr. O’Rovursge. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. ‘ 

The CHarrMan. Proceed with your telephone calls. I just want 
to see if he knew any of them. 

Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munor. I would like to call to the attention of the witness 
the fact that on these placards in back of the committee, is a list of 
many of the officers and organizers of the labor unions in the city of 
New York in which he has been involved, according to the charges 
before this committee. 

Alongside the right-hand columns of each of these characters in- 
volved in this mare’s-nest of union activities in New York City, you 
will find the various dates of their arrests, the charges for which the 
were indicted, and, in many cases, the dates and times of their peni- 
tentiary sentences. 

I had hoped and believed and want to hope and want to believe, that 
you are cut out of a little different pattern of cloth from these crooks, 
racketeers, cheats, and chislers who have been in the labor-union move- 
ment with you according to the evidence we have. So I direct you 
this question : 

Do you have a criminal record, Mr. O’Rourke? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Munpr. If you can say no to that, you can help yourself a 
lot more by saying no than by ducking behind the fifth amendment. 

Mr. O’Rovurse. No. 

Senator Munpr. Did you say no? 

Mr. O’Rovurgse. Yes. 

Senator Munpt. Thank you. 

The CHarrMAn,. Proceed. 

Mr. Atperman. Mr. O’Rourke, just to keep this in context, about 
December 14 or 15, Mr. Lacey was sent notice to seat these paper 
locals at the joint council. Did you call Mr. Hoffa on two occasions 
just prior to the time Mr. Lacey was sent those notices ? 

Mr. O’Rourge. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the. 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. ' 

Mr. Apterman. Did you have any conversations with Mr. Hoffa 
pertaining to the seating of those paper locals? 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Did you speak to Mr. Harold Gibbons in St. Louis 
at the same time, or within a day or two after that ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. And did you discuss with him at that time the 
seating of the paper locals? 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to answer the question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Did you ever discuss with them the purpose of 
seating those paper locals ? 

Mr. O’Rovrse. I refuse to answer the question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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The Cuatrman. Did you know that those were phony locals when 
you arranged to get their votes? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you honestly believe that if you told the truth 
about it, it might incriminate you ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer the question, Senator, on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Read the question back. 

(The pending question was read by the reporter. ) 

The Cuatrman. You have heard the question. You answered that 
by saying that you declined to answer on the ground the answer might 
tend to incriminate you. The Chair asks you the question, whieh I 
now repeat: 

Do you honestly believe that a truthful answer to that question 
might tend to incriminate you ? 

The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer the question on the ground it 

yay tend to incriminate me. 

he CuarrmMAn. With the permission of the committee, and with- 
out objection from any member thereof, the Chair orders and directs 
you to answer the last question, as to whether you honestly believe 
that a truthful answer thereto might tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. O’Rovurke. It may. 

The Cuatrman. That is a little different. Why did you not say it 
in the first place? All right; proceed. 

Mr. Apterman. I have in my hand, Mr. Chairman, seven applica- 
tions for charters, which I would like to introduce into evidence. I 
would like to call your attention to one that has been introduced into 
evidence, exhibit No. 13. I would like to call your attention to the 
notation made on the top of it. 

The Cuatrman. You were not president of this joint council on 
November 8, 1955, were you? 

Mr. O’Rovurse. I refuse to answer the question, Senator, on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Carman. I hand you here five applications for charters, 
addressed to John F. English, general secretary-treasurer, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen, and 
Helpers of America. Each of them has a notation. They are all 
dated November 8, 1955, Each has a notation in pen and ink on the 
left-hand corner, showing that these charters were sent to you. There 
are six altogether, I believe. I ask you to examine these applica- 
tions, the writing thereon, and state whether you received the char- 
ters of those applications applied for. 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. O’Rovurxe. I have examined the documents. 

The Cuairman. Do you recognize them ? 

Mr. O’Rourk«e. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Did you receive those charters referred to there, 
as indicated by the penwriting in the left-hand corner of each appli- 
cation ? 
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Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 

ound it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Is that because you knew the charters were tainted ? 

Mr. O’Rourk«e. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
same ground as the previous question. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I suppose you will say the same about this 
one. I hand you another one, which is already exhibit 13. I will 
make those documents that the witness has just examined exhibit 
124-A, B, C, and D, and so forth. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 124-A 
through 124-F” for reference and will be found in the appendix 
on p. 4888-4898. ) “| 

The Carman. I present exhibit No. 13 to the witness, which is 
another one, making the seventh of those bogus charters that we have 
had testimony about. I ask you to examine that one, and examine the 
pen notation in the left-hand corner of it, and state whether you 
recognize it. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. O’Rovurkr. I have examined the document, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. Do you recognize it ? 

Mr. O’Rovur«e. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Crrarrman. Did you get that charter ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you feel that you have any obligation what- 
soever to the union members that you represent ? 

Mr. O'Rourke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cratrman. I cannot understand very well, and I don’t think 
anyone else can understand, or conclude that to say you do feel you 
have an obligation to the membership, the working people who pay the 
dues to pay your salary, who place you in the position that you occupy 
with respect to labor, to the labor movement, and where you have 
the opportunity and where it is your duty to represent their interest 
and promote their welfare, I do not see how anyone could conclude 
that it could possibly incriminate you to say you felt some little bit of 
obligation to those people. 

Mr. Gets. May I say, Senator—— 

The CHarrman. I am going to ask you again: Do you feel any obli- 
gation at all to tell them about the affairs of their union ? 

Just a minute. 

Mr. Griz. May I say something very briefly. 

The CHairman. Just a minute. The witness will answer. 

You can consult with your client, if you like. 

Mr. Geis. May I say it is very difficult even for an experienced 
lawyer to advise a client to answer a question like that or not to answer 
a question. 

The CHarrmMan. You can advise him either way. It is your client. 

Mr. Gets. It is not as simple as that. It is a question of whether 
or not one waives his rights. ‘These questions—— 

The CuarrMan. He can answer it either way he wants to. 

Mr. Getz. These questions may be calculated to trap a witness into 
waiving rights. 
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The Cuatrman. No, I think not. I am not trying to trap him, but 
I do want to know if we have labor unions or a segment of them 
stacked with officials who feel they have no obligation or responsibility 
to the membership of the union. 

I have asked many of them this question. 

Mr. Gers. Aren’t you really asking for opinion evidence? 

The Cuamrman. No. He knows whether he feels an obligation. It 
would not be an opinion. I am not asking for an opinion. I am 
asking him for a fact. 

(At this point, Senator Mundt withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. O’Rovurke. Are you ready for the answer, sir? 

The Cuamman. I will be glad to have an answer. 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. Allright. Proceed. 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, I do not have the transcript before 
me, but you were questioned before Judge Palmieri in Federal court 
in New York about a year or so ago, and during the examination I 
understand certain questions were asked of you as to the practice and 
procedure of seating delegates. 

You are quoted as saying that, “The procedures were all according 
to who you were, what side you were on, and who you were with.” 

Is that a correct statement of what your answer was before Judge 
Palmieri at that time ? 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to anser that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMan. May I ask you if that is your idea of the correct 


procedure to be followed in seating delegates? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apiterman. At another page in this transcript, a similar ques- 
tion was asked of you and the answer that I have here as a quote, and I 
do not have the transcript before me, but I would like to ascertain 
whether or not it is a correct statement was: 


It was a question of who you were, what side you were on, where you were 
going to cast your ballots, where you were going to cast your weight, and that is 
the procedure. 

Is that the procedure that you followed ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. Counsel, I refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, can you tell me who is the vice presi- 
dent of the joint council ? 

Mr. O’Rourkr. I refuse to answer, Counsel, on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMAN. Is it Mr. Leonard Geiger ? 

Mr. O’Rovurxe. I refuse to answer, Counsel, on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApitermMan. Can you tell us where Mr. Leonard Geiger is at 
the present time ? 

Mr. O’Rovrxe. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMAN. Can you tell us where he has been for the past 
month ? 
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Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMAN. Do you know that Mr. Geiger has been searched 
for by the United States marshal with a subpena ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMan. Would you help us, Mr. O’Rourke, in trying to 
find Mr. Geiger ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHartrMAN. Let me ask you another question. 

Do you subscribe to the principles and standards of conduct as set 
forth in the ethical-practices declaration adopted by the AFL-CIO? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Caairman. Are those principles a little bit too high a standard 
for you to subscribe to? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

(At this point, Senator Curtis entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. ApterMAN. Mr. O’Rourke, I would like to go to another subject 
at this time. 

Simultaneously with the time that the joint council affair took place, 
and there was this movement to set you in the joint council through the 
paper locals, and your conferences with Mr. Hoffa on this subject, 
simultaneously with that time, was there a movement afoot to join up 
ILA, the International Longshoremen’s Association, and the team- 
sters union ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterRMAN. Just for the sake of the record, I would like to 
make clear here that on February 3, 1953, the American Federation of 
Labor Executive Council notified the International Longshoremen’s 
Association to clean its ranks, to clean up the situation that was found 
in the longshoremen’s union by the New York State Crime Commis- 
sion, at which time they enumerated 5 or 6 different grounds, includ- 
ing the principal fact that the longshoremen’s union was racket- 
ridden, that 30 percent of the officials of the longshoremen’s union 
had criminal records, and so forth. 

In September, on September 21, 1953, at the American Federation 
of Labor Convention, by a vote of 79,072 to 736 votes, the Interna- 
tional Longshoremen’s Association was expelled. 

On September 25, 1953, Mr. Meany, the president of the American 
Federation of Labor, issued a new charter to the International Broth- 
erhood of Longshoremen, at which time he appointed five members 
as trustees. They were Dave Beck, president of the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters, Mr. William Doherty, of the letter car- 
riers, Mr. Al Hayes, of the machinists, and Paul Hall, of the seafarers 
union. 

These men pledged themselves to support the brotherhood of long- 
shoremen, which was the AFL longshoremen’s union, against the 
racket-ridden ILA, or the International Longshoremen’s Association. 
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I understand, Mr. O’Rourke, that at a meeting held in May 1954, 
you were the only one who refused to go along and support the ‘Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor or longshoremen’s union; is that a fact? 

Mr. O’Rovurse. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

(At this point, Senator McNamara withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, were you one of the prime movers, 
along with Mr. Hoffa, in arranging for an alliance agreement between 
the International Brotherhood of Teamsters Union ‘and their confer- 
ences with the International Longshoremen’s Association ? 

Mr. O’Rourkse. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. AptermMan. Did you confer with Mr. Hoffa on a number of 
occasions before July 18, 1955, and with Mr. Bradley and Mr. Gleason 
and other members of the International Longshoremen’s Association, 
about arrangements to join up the forces of the ILA and the teamsters 
by an alliance agreement { 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. ApterMAN. Did you and Mr. Hoffa, and certain other members 
of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, while Mr. Beck was 
a trustee of the brotherhood union of the longshoremen, the AFL 
union, secretly meet and plan to have an alliance between the teamsters 
union and the American Federation of Labor ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, did you sign an agreement with the 
International Longshoremen’s Association on behalf of the Eastern 
Conference of Teamsters ? 

Mr. O’Rourse. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apiterman. Mr. Chairman, I hand you 2 agreements dated 
July 18, 1955. One is between the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters and the Eastern Conference of Teamsters with the Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s Association. 

The second one is dated the same date and is between the Southern 
Conference of Teamsters and the International Longshoremen’s Asso- 
ciation. 

Both of these contracts, Mr. Chairman, are alliance agreements to 
support each other. 

I might say that they were only part of the agreements and there 
were some other agreements entered into at that time. 

The CuarrMan. Did you understand counsel ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. That is what these documents are # 

Mr. O’Rovrse. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair hands you the one for the Eastern Con- 
ference of Teamsters, the contracts entered into between it and the In- 
ternational Longshoremen’s Association. I ask you to examine it and 
state if you identify that document, a copy of the contract or compact 
agreement. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4693 


Mr. O’Rourke. I have examined the document, Senator. 

The CHarrman. Can you read writing? 

Mr. O’Rourke. Yes. 

The CHarrmMan. Will you read your signature on that contract? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to read my signature on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You admit it is your signature, as I understand it. 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrrman. Would you not be proud of that signature ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. Do you mean you are not proud of it? 

Mr. Geis. Senator McClellan, do you seriously want an answer to 
that question ? 

The CHatrMan. Serious? Yes; I am serious. Who has any doubt 
about it? I want an answer. Is that your signature? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Would you look at another one ? 

That one may be made exhibit 125. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 125,” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. I hand you one for the southern conference; I 
believe you will find some familiarity in there. Would you examine 
it, please, and see if you can identify it. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I have examined the document. 

The CuarrMan. Is there anything about the document that is 
familiar to you? 

Mr. O’Rovurxe. I refuse to answer the question, Senator, on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You are taking the position, as I understand you, 
that your signature on the document may tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. O’Rourke. It may. 

The Cuarrman, Thank you. 

Mr. Gevs. Senator McClellan, the exception I took was to the ques- 
tion “Are you proud of your signature?” That is the thing I had in 
mind, 

The CuarrMan. Well, I thought he was. Maybe I am mistaken. 

That last item may be made exhibit 126. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 126” for reference 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. I want to ask you about some other names on that. 

I believe those signing for the Southern Conference of Teamsters 
were Murray U. Miller and John O'Rourke. I might have thought 
that was Joe O’Rourke, unless you would care to clear it up for us. 

Would you? Isthat your name or Joe O’Rourke ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know aJoe O’Rourke ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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The Cuarrman. Do you know Murray Miller? 

Mr. O’Rourse. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cyaan. I see on here it is signed for International Long- 
shoremen Association, Independent, by William B. Bradley. Do you 
know William V. Bradley { Q 

Mr. O’Rourse. I refuse to answer the question on the same grounds 
as the previous question. 

The Cuarrman. I see another signature here of Pat Connolly, 
executive vice president. Bradley seems to be president. Do you 
know him ? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer the question, Senator, on the 
grouds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Then it is signed “Thomas Gleason,” without any 
title. Do you know him ? 

Mr. O’Rovurse. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuatrMan. Let me see exhibit No. 125. 

Now for the eastern conference, I find signatures here of Tom 
Flynn, chairman, per James R. Hoffa. Do you know Tom Flynn? 

Mr. O’Rovrke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. You would not by any chance know Mr. James R, 
Hoffa, would you ? 

Mr. O’Rovrke. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmaNn. I seea name there again of John O’Rourke. Would 
that be you? 

Mr. O’Rovrke. I refuse to answer, Senator, on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHarrman. I see it is signed for the Longshoremen’s Associ- 
ation by the same people who signed the other, and I believe you have 
already stated it might incriminate you to answer whether you knew 
them or not. Is that correct ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is correct. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

The Cuamman. Are there any further questions? 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, do you know Mr. James R. Hoffa? 

Mr. O’Rourge. I refuse to answer ‘that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Apterman. Mr. O’Rourke, you are a labor leader of many years 
standing, and I think perh: 1ps—well, I know you probably will not 
answer the question but I would like to know now whether you feel 
that the International Longshoremen’s Association is an organization 
that has rid itself of the criminal element, whether it has cleaned up 
its ranks as requested by the American F ederation of Labor, and for 
which refusal it was rejected or expelled from the American Federa- 
tion of Labor. 

Do you think there has been any change in the situation between the 
time it was expelled in 1953 and the time that you signed the agree- 
ment in July 1955? 

Mr. O’Rovrse. I must refuse to answer that question, Counsel, on 
the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. ApterMAN. Mr. O’Rourke, at that time it was public informa- 
tion, published by the New York State Crime Commission, that over 
30 percent of the officials of the International Longshoremen’s Asso- 
ciation had criminal records. 

Did you know that fact ? 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to answer that question, Counsel. 

Mr. Apterman, Did you know that fact when you signed the alli- 
ance agreement ? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Avi ERMAN. Are you a personal friend and acquaintance of 
many of the officials of the longshoremen’s union ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. O’Rovrkse. I did not get the last question. 

Mr. ApLerMAN. What was that? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I did not get the last question. 

Mr. ApterMAN. Are you a friend of many of the officials of the 
Longshoremen’s Union, the International Longshoremen’s Union? 

Mr. O'Rourke. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as the 
previous question. : 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, Ken- 
nedy, Ervin, and Curtis. ) 

Mr. ApierMaNn. Do you think it was right and proper for a man to 
head up the joint council of New York on the basis or the support 
of people such as those who were supposed to be the delegates of 
those seven paper locals? Do you think that it was right? 

Mr. O'Rourke. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds as the previous question. 

Mr. Aviterman. Do you think it was right to take the support of 
such men ? 

Mr. O’Rourxe. I refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds as the previous question. 

Mr. ApterMANn. You recognize that there was fraud in the incep- 
tion of the organization of those seven paper locals? 

Mr. O’Rovrxe. I refuse to answer that question, counsel, on the 
same grounds as previously given. 

Mr. Apterman. Do you know Mr. Hoffa, Mr. Gibbons, and other 
members of the teamsters union that participated in that? 

Mr. O’Rourke. I refuse to answer the question, counsel, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions by any member 
of the committee ? 

Senator Ervin. I would just like to ask if there is any activity 
which the witness has engaged in at any time that he could disclose 
to us without tending to incriminate himself ? 

Mr. GELB. Senator, may I answer that for a moment? 

There are many things a witness may disclose without incriminat- 
ing himself. 

Senator Ervry. We had one here the other day who invoked the 
fifth amendment when we asked him whether he was married. 

Mr. Gets. Some people cannot draw the line. The point I want 
to make is the particular spot, the particular point, at which a wit- 
ness may be deemed to have waived his right to rest on the privilege, 
is not easy to pick out. 
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Senator Ervin. I agree with you; yes, sir. 

Mr. Gers. There are many things that he can say, but whether 
or not he will be deemed to have waived his right becomes ques- 
tionable. 

In other words, some innocuous things may tend to furnish links 
in a chain of evidence that may be required to implicate a man. 

Senator Ervin. I would like to ask him if he can disclose any 
fact within his knowledge in reference to the activities of any of these 
locals concerning which inquiry has been made of him, which would 
not tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Gets. Privately, I think he could. 

He said privately I think he could. 

Senator Ervin. Well, publicly, since this is a public hearing. 

Mr. O’Rourke. Do you want me to asnwer that, sir? 

Senator Ervin. Yes. 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Ervin. You and your counsel do not agree. But that is 
not unusual. 

Sometimes my clients did not agree with me. 

Mr. Gets. May I make one more observation, Senator? 

Strange as it may appear, there was a Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 
land, considered one of the outstanding, if not the greatest, who once 
invoked the privilege, in a very strange case. 

Senator Ervin. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Are we to assume from that that we have a strange 
case here? 

Mr. Gers. No, no, no. I merely say—— 

The Cuarrman. Senator Curtis? 

Mr. Gets. This is one of the most respected men in English law 
history, Lord Chief Justice Holt. 

The Cuarrman. We do not want to investigate that now. 

Go ahead, Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. How long have you been in the labor movement? 

Mr. O’Rovurxe. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. How old are you now ? 

Mr. O’Rovrxe. Fifty-seven. 

Senator Curtis. How long have you been connected with the Team- 
sters union ? 

Mr. O’Rourge. Since 1914. 

Senator Curtis. Since 1914. 

There is nothing about your entrance into the labor movement in 
1914 that would incriminate you, was there? 

Mr. O’Rovurxse. Not that I know of. 

Senator Curtis. All of your union activity has been with the 
teamsters union ? 

Mr. O’Rourse. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. I can get the information maybe another way. 
Have you been associated with the teamsters union in some capacity 
as a member, officer, or employee continuously since 1914? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 
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Senator Curtis. Do you know Dave Beck? 

Mr. O’Rovurke. I refuse to answer that question, Senator, on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Curtis. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions? 

The witness may stand aside for the present. He may be recalled 
before the afternoon is over. 

Call the next witness. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, Ken- 
nedy, Ervin, and Curtis.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Goldstein and Mr. Corallo. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Goldstein and Mr. Corallo, will you resume the 
witness stand ? 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH; AND SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS COUNSEL, MICHAEL P. DIRENZO—Resumed 


The Cuarmrman. The Chair will say to the witnesses that we have 
another recording here that we would like you to hear, and hope that 
you may give us a little comment on this one, particularly. 

All right. 

(At this point Senator Kennedy withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. McDonoveu. Will the Chairman note my objection ? 

The Cuamman. Are there transcripts of it? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. McDonovueu. The Chair will note my objections, Senator Me- 
Clellan ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. They have been noted each time. 

Proceed. 

(Transcript of telephone conversation between Sam Goldstein and 
Antonio Corallo on February 7, 1955, follows:) 


Sam GOLDSTEIN. Tony, please. 

Man’s Voice. Who’s calling? 

GOLDSTEIN. Goldy. 

Man’s Voice. Goldy; hold it 1 minute. 

GOLDSTEIN. He’s got a phone call; right? 

Man’s Voice. No; not at present. 

GOLDSTEIN. Oh, all right. Just a minute. 

ANTHONY CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Now I can talk to you. 

CoraLLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. I was called up today, you understand. 

CorALLo. Huh? 

GoLpsTEIN. Today he called me; he made a meet with me to come up to his 
office today. 

CorRALLO. Who? 

GOLDSTEIN. Lacey. 

CoraLLo. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. On account of the money situation. Remember we got a letter 
to give him $2,500 for the joint council and $1,250 for the teamsters. 

CoraL_o. Ah, the eastern conference? 

GoLpstEIN. Yeah. So today I come and Johnny DeLury is sitting in there, too. 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. So before any of the conversation starts they popped me, but 
I got the checkbooks with me; you know, the two checkbooks. I show ’em we’re 
not taking no money. Now, somebody put a complaint in again against us 
that we got two locals. We got 995 and we got this one, like, you know what 
I mean? 
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CorALto. Yeah. 

GotpsTEIN. When are we stepping away? So now I started to give ’em that 
story. I says, “Listen, Marty; if we step away from 995 how are we going 
to support 239. Now here’s the checkbooks; nobody has taken 10 cents out 
of this here in salary.. What we’re doing is that we’re working off 995 to build 
on—and I give ’em a big, f story, you know. 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Then, he busts in and he says, “Listen, can you help,” he Says, 
“my cousin?” I says, “Who’s your cousin?” He says, “John DeLury.” I Says, 
“Marty, I didn’t know he was your cousin.” I says, “But even if he wasn’t your 
cousin whatever help I could give him I'd be glad to give him.” 

He says, “Well, it’s going to be a question are we going to take these f 
joints away or are they going to give them up nice and easy anyway.” “But 
if you can do it,” he says, “I'll appreciate it.” I says, “Marty, even if you 
don’t appreciate it, anything I could do—because after all, you’ve been very 
helpful and instrumental—” and I, you know, took care of him, Tone; you 
know. 

CoraLio. Yeah. 

GoLpstTeINn. But the windup is, Tone, instead of us paying $2,500 and $1,250, 
Tony, we're paying him $175, Tony. 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. You understand? 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So we saved roughly about $3,800, we saved—— 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. With the bull moves. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Because all he had to do is say, “Give me $2,500” and there’s 
nothing we could do about it. 

CoraLLo. So—— 

GOLDSTEIN. You know, instead of being in—so we’re not only—then he stretched 
out on the phone; he got a hold of some guy, Sheridan, from the master—from 
the—ah—who’s boss of the truckmen around New York who consummates all 
the deals. He’s having them reached—ah, Wheels, Inc. He had—he got on the 
phone with Commissioner Mulraine; he says, “Listen, you call up this outfit 
and tell-them you're canceling the city work with them if they don’t settle this 
here labor dispute.” He went (inaudible)—he got him a lawyer who represents 
the association; he called them up and told them, “Listen, see that you get this 
f thing straightened up; it’s a direct reflection on me.” And he made like 
three important calls for us, you know what I mean, Tone. 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

Go.pstetn. Ah—that’s our best friend in labor; you know what I mean, Tone. 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GoLpsTeIn. Oh, he’s our best friend, all right. So now here’s the situation 
with this Aaron Kleinman and Johnny DeLury. They got a shop called Ruckers, 
Ruckers, or Rookers ; there’s 10 people there. 

Coratxio. Yeah. How the h did they bring me into this picture? 

GoLpsTeIn. Who do you think brought you in? 

CorALLo. Who? 

GoLpstTeIn. Who do you think? 

CorRALLo. You? 

GoLpsTEIN. Are you crazy? 

CoRALLO. Who? 

GoLpstetIn. The other guy. DeLury. He must have known about you. 
Understand? That’s why he didn’t want to send no letter into the council; but 
in the meantime, he told Marty everything in person. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GotpsTEIN. Now, as long as they know there’s an—Anthony, I told him, 
“Marty, this is our vice president.” Understand? 

CoraLLo. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. He seems too stationary; I say, “He knows these people very 
well and take it for what you want, Marty, this fellow is instrumental to us as 
much as you’re instrumental to us, Marty.” You know. He says, “Look,” he 
says, “Sam, anybody that can help you, if it’s me or this fellow Tony or any- 
body, that’s good enough for me.” 

CorALLo. What? He don’t know me? 

GotpsTEtn. Tony, I just said, “Tony”; I didn’t say no last names. 
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CoraLLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Do you know what I mean? 

CoraLio. Yeah. 

GotpsTEIn. So he says, “Everybody that can help is good all away along the 
line.” I says, “Look, he’s a good fellow I’m sure that if its a favor to you with- 
out you starting to make letters and issues about this, I’m certain anything he 
eould do—and I think he can do something—he’ll do it.” All right, so that’s 
where I left him. Now, here’s this one joint Ruckers, Tony—— 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. There in the middle; nobody signed it yet. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIn. Let Klein—hello—hello—— 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. Let Kleinman make the first step; let ’em give him that joint, like 

CorRALLO. Ah 

GOLDSTEIN. Because Kleinman can’t get it anyway. 

CoRALLO. Why don’t they replace them? 

GoLpsTEIN. That’s what I tried to tell ’°em; why don’t they replace them 
with 

CoratLo. What are they looking for? F people without being replaced. 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah. From 719. So he says, “Well, I can’t do it,” he says, “but 
I’ll speak to Beagle.” I says, “All right, Johnny, I tell you what you do before 
you see—” Johnny’s going to Albany today for Lacey, you know what I mean? 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So he’ll be gone all day; he’ll be back in the office—hello—S8 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So in the meantime, he was going to make you a call any minute; 
that’s why I jumped to the phone right away to call you. 

CoraLio. O. K. 

GOLDSTEIN. All right? 

CorALLo. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So now you know the whole story, Tone. 

CoRALto. O. K. 

GoLpsTEIN. All right? 

CorALLo. Yeah, 

GOLDSTEIN. Speak to you tonight? 

CoRALLO. Where’s Max? 

GOLDSTEIN. Max is out on Long Island—some auto—some automobile wash- 
ing places. 

CoraLio. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. Called us up, they want to go along with us; but they want to go 
along with that 995. 

CoraLxo. Listen, I got a call from some people; they want to meet me; they 
want to give you some people. 

GOLDSTEIN. Aw, forget about them. I had Milty Silverman for an hour this 
morning. 

CoRALLO. What did he say? 

GOLDSTEIN. He wants to be friendly and everything else and—— 

OPERATOR. Deposit 5 cents——- 

GOLDSTEIN. Just a minute, Miss. Just one second, Miss. 

OPERATOR. Thank you. 

GOLDSTEIN. This here lawyer Bau-—hello—hello—— 

CORALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. This lawyer—there’s a lawyer by the name of Bowman (Bau- 
man )——— 

CorRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. He’s got about 8 or 10 or 12 joints that he’s the—he’s repre 
senting where we’re working. He’s the association lawyer for these, about 
50, 60 joints. He’s calling everybody under the sun to come and sign these 
joints up. 

CoRALLO. Well, that’s what I got a call from some kid telling me I should 
call him ; that he’s got some people that want to come in. 

GOLDSTEIN. Yeah; but everybody knows it’s hands off until we get there, 
so any outfit that wants to go there knows that we're going to get the support 
of the council and they can’t even go there if they want to. 

CorALLo. Allright. Call me later, or I’ll call you at home tonight. 
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GoLpsTEIN. Allright, Tone. Helle—— 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GoLpsTEIN. Later where? Where you are? 

CorALLo. Yeah. Call me here about 3: 30 or 4 0’clock. 
GotpstTeIn. All right, Anthony. So long. 

CoRAELO. Yeah. 


(At this point Senator Ervin withdrew from the hearing room.) 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis.) 

The Cuamman. Mr. Goldstein and Mr. Corallo, do you wish to give 
us any explanation of that conversation ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Gotpstrern. Senator McClellan, I must respectfully decline to 
answer on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrrman. Whois this fellow Kleinman ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. How about DeLury? You don’t want to acknowl- 
edge him either, or identify him ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. O.K. 


TESTIMONY OF DETECTIVE NATALE LAURENDI—Resumed 


The CuHatrman. Have you heard this recording ? 

Mr. Lavurenpr. Yes, sir; I have. 

The Cuarrman. Have youcompared the transcript with it ? 

Mr. Lavrennt. I have. 

The Cuarrman. Is the transcript correct ? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir; it is. 

The Cuatrman. The transcript may be printed in the record. What 
was the date of this conversation ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. February 7, 1955. 

The CHamman. You have previously testified that you recognized 
the voices of the two witnesses, Corallo and Goldstein. Did you rec- 
ognize their voices again on this recording ? 

Mr. Lavrenpt. Yes, sir; I do. 

The Cuarrman. Was this conversation held between them ? 

Mr. Lavurenpt. Yes, sir; it was. 

The Cuairman. Are there any further questions? 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH; AND SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS COUNSEL, MICHAEL P. DIRENZO—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Were the per capita dues lowered following this 
conversation, from $2,500 to $175? 

Mr. Gotpsrern. Sir, I must respectfully decline to answer on the 
grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. At this period of time, did you look upon Marty 
Lacey as a friend of yours! 

Mr. Goxpstern. Sir, I must respectfully decline to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell the committee why you, as president 
of the local, were looking to Mr. Corallo, vice president of the local, 
for instructions in this matter? 

Mr. Gotpstein. Sir, I must respectfully decline to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what happened to Rutgers shop, 
to Rutgers, or, as you call it, the joint Rutgers, mentioned on page 5? 

Mr. Govpstetn. Sir, I must respectfully decline to answer on the 
grounds that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have made some investigation 
of this matter. There are two investigators that could summarize 
what happened following this conversation. 

The Cuairman. Do you want to put them on the stand now ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. You may stand aside for he moment. 

Call the other witnesses. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. May and Mr. Tierney. 


TESTIMONY OF WALTER R. MAY AND PAUL J. TIERNEY—Resumed 


The Cuatrman. Gentlemen, you have both been previously sworn. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Tierney and Mr. May, two staff members, both 
of whom have been previously sworn. 

All right, Mr. Counsel, proceed to interrogate. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Tierney, in this discussion in the recording that 
we just had, there is a discussion, and Mr. Goldstein says: 


On account of the money situation— 
that is why he went to see Lacey, and he says, 


Remember we got a letter to give him $2,500 for the joint council and $1,250 for 
the teamsters? 

And Corallo says, “Ah, the eastern conference ¢” 

Are you familiar with that ? 

Mr. Tierney. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you familiar with the letter they received? 

Mr. Tierney. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you identify it? 

The Cuatrman. The Chair presents to you what appears to be a 
carbon copy of a letter of October 4, 1954, from Martin T. Lacey, 
president, to Sam Goldstein, of Local 239, I. B. of T. 

Will you examine that document and state if you identify it? 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Tierney. I identify this document, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. What 1s it? 

Mr. Tierney. It is a letter dated October 4, 1954, from Mr. Martin 
T. Lacey, president of joint council 16, to Mr. Sam Goldstein, Lo- 
cal 239, International Brotherhod of Teamsters, 2155 Grand Con- 
course, Bronx, N. Y. 

The Cuairman. That seems to be a carbon copy and not the original 
letter. 

Mr. Tierney. It is a carbon copy; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where did you procure it? 


89330—57—pt. 12———_14 





4702 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


Mr. Tierney. I procured this from the offices of joint council 16 
in New York. 

The Cuarmman. From their files? 

Mr. Tierney. From their files. 

The Cuarrman. That letter may be made exhibit No. 127. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 127” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 4894.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you read the pertinent paragraph, please? 

Mr. Tierney. The pertinent paragraph; that is, the second para- 
graph of the letter, reads: 

Your financial obligations are as follows: Joint council dues and statistical 
assessment, $2,500, based on the ratio of $1 per year per member, payable im- 
mediately; and $1,250, representing local 239’s contribution to the Eastern 
Conference of Teamsters, based on the ratio of 50 cents per member payable 
immediately. Both checks are to be submitted here and we will forward the 
eastern conference check to Washington. 

The Cuarrman. Is that what appears to have been settled for $175 
in this telephone conversation ¢ 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is what is referred to in this telephone conver- 
sation ¢ 

Mr. Trerney. That is what is referred to. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I believe Mr. Tierney has made an 
examination of the books to find out in fact if it was settled for $175. 

The Cuatrman. Have you made an examination of the records! 

Mr. Tierney. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. What records? 

Mr. Tierney. I made an examination of the records of the secre- 
tary-treasurer of joint council 16. I examined the books which reflect 
cash receipts of per capita dues. They reflected that on February 17, 
$175 was received. That is February 7, 1955—I am sorry—which 
happened to be the same day as this telephone conversation. 

i e CHarrmAn. On the same day as the telephone conversation, 
there is an entry made in the books for $175 ? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Instead of $3,750 called for by the letter? 

Mr. Tierney. Well, actually instead of $2,500 for the joint council, 
Mr. Chairman. The other $1,200 would be to the eastern conference. 

The Cuarrman. You only examine the joint council ? 

Mr. Tierney. The joint council; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. The other $1,250 would be the eastern conference? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. So the joint-council account of $2,500 was settled 
for $175? 

Mr. Trerney. That is correct. 

Senator Curtis. Who okayed this settlement for the joint council? 

Mr. Trerney. It would appear from the telephone conversation, 
Senator Curtis, that it was Mr. Martin Lacey. We have no other evi- 
dence as to who O. K.’d it. 

Senator Curtis. And who O. K.’d it for the eastern conference ? 

Mr. Trerney. That I don’t know. Presumably Mr. Lacey, accord- 
ing to this conversation. 

Senator Curtis. Did the eastern conference get any part of the 
$175? 
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Mr. Trerney. I don’t know. I doubt it. I don’t know. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Lacey was not in the Washington office of the 
teamsters ? 

Mr. Tierney. No. He was at that time president of joint council 
16 in New York. 

Mr. Kennepy. The conversation seems to indicate further that with 
Mr. Lacey agreeing to the lowering from $2,500 to $175, there was 
to be an arrangement made in connection with a place called Rutgers. 
Is that correct, Mr. May? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you contacted Rutgers to find out what the 
situation was there ? 

Would you tell us from your analysis of this conversation what 
seems to have been taking place, and then what you found did happen 
in connection with Rutgers ? 

Mr. May. From the telephone conversation it appears that Mr. 
Lacey is requesting Mr. Goldstein to turn over a particular shop to 
John DeLury. Mr. DeLury is an official of teamster local 719. We 
contacted Meyer Orol, who is a partner of Rutgers Metals, 145 Garden 
Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. Mr. Orol stated that his company, for a 
number of years, had a contract with local 512, Amalgamated local. 
That happens to be the predecessor of local 875 of the teamsters. 

In 1954 the contract was absorbed by local 875, and that contract 
was in effect until, as Mr. Orol says, a little over 2 years ago. 

Mr. Kennepy. In other w ords, the contract had been w vith 875, which 
was controlled by Corallo during this period of time, in which Gold- 
stein had this interest ? 

Mr. May. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then about this period of time, according to the 
information that the official from Rutgers has given you, 875 gave up 
the contract and it went over to—— 

Mr. May. That is right. A little over 2 years ago the contract was 
transferred to local 719, Mr. DeLury’ S union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. DeLury’s outfit which is discussed here, and 
which Mr. Lacey describes as his cousin ? 

Mr. May. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. There is also some information in here indicating 
that Mr. Goldstein and Mr. Corallo were financing the operations of 
239 of the teamsters with the funds of 995 of the UAW-AFL. 


TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO CORALLO, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH M. McDONOUGH; AND SAM GOLDSTEIN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
HIS COUNSEL, MICHAEL P. DIRENZO—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any permission to intermix the funds, 
Mr. Corallo? 

Mr. Corauto. I decline to answer the question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were using the members’ dues of local 995, 
UAW-AFL to finance the beginnings of local 239 of the teamsters; 
is that right? 

Mr. Coratxo. I decline to answer on the grounds it might tend to 
incriminate me. 
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The Cuarrman. Did you ever make an accounting for a dollar that 
you handled from a union ? 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully refuse to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me, sir. 

he CHarmrman. You don’t think the members are entitled to an 
accounting ¢ 

Mr. Corato. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
mer tend to incriminate me. 

he CuarrMAN. Is there anything further? 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHairman. Senator Curtis. 

Senator Curtis. Mr. Corallo, you heard the explanation of, and the 
inferences drawn from, this telephone conversation by the two men 
from our staff who just testified ; did you not? 

Mr. Corato. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

enator Curtis. I asked you if you heard it. 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 

may tend to incriminate me. 
enator Curtis. I haven’t asked you to comment on it. I want to 
know if you heard it. 

Mr. Coratxo. I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

enator Curtis. Were the inferences that they drew from the 
meaning of that telephone conversation correct ? 

Mr. am I respectfully decline to answer on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

enator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. McDonovenu. Mr. Chairman, just to make our position clear, 
through the good efforts of my assistants, Mrs. Dorothea Sutcliffe and 
my daughter, Miss Ellen McDonough, I wish to cite one of the late 
cases explaining our position, Maffie v. the United States (209 Fed. 
2d 225). 

This is a case connected with the famous Brinks robbery in Boston, 
and quoting the court in that decision, the court said : 

Our forefathers made a judgment and expressed it in our fundamental 
law ** 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lawyer, you make any objection you want to. 
I do not care to have a lot of citations. This committee is operating 
under the authority of the United States Senate. We are trying to 
keep the testimony substantially along the lines of that that might 
be admissible in court. There are some parts of it that we know would 
not be admitted in court. We receive it because it does give us infor- 
mation. We try to be fair to the witnesses and present it in their pres- 
ence and give them an opportunity to deny it. 

So arguing court decisions will not change this situation. 

Mr. McDonoven. Except this, Mr. Chairman, I think that this 
legislative body has to recognize the laws of the United States and 
the decisions of the Supreme Court. 

The CuatrmMan. We do recognize them, and under the laws of the 
United States, this committee has a right to call witnesses in here and 
make the inquiries of them which we are making. 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4705 


Mr. McDonovenu. Obviously comment has been made by the mem- 
bers of the committee as to the stand taken, as to the position taken, 
by these witnesses. 

I particularly quote the case of Marcello v. The United States, in 
which a witness was summoned before the Kefauver committee, and 
the court had something to say about the position taken by that wit- 
ness, which I think, naturally, the committee should take cognizance 
of. 

In that case they said this: 

The appellant Marcello had been described in the press as a crime czar, as the 
Louisiana head of the infamous Black Hand Society and as the No. 1 gangster 
and racketeer in Louisiana. Marcello was summoned as a witness before the 
United States Senate investigating committee, charged broadly with an investi- 


gation of whether organized crime utilizes the facilities of interstate commerce 
or otherwise operates in interstate commerce in furtherance of any transactions 


which are in violation of the law of the United States or the State in which 
the transactions occur. 

The Cuarrman. Is that where the man went up for contempt? 

Mr. McDonovuen. Yes; it is, Mr. Chairman. 

The CyHarrman. We have not preferred any contempt charges 
against your client. You can make your argument then. 

Mr. McDonoveu. For the record we wish to state our position, so 
that later on there will not be any question about it, and we feel it 
should be brought to the attention of this committee. 

The CuHamman. It has been brought to the attention of the 
committee. 

The witnesses may now stand aside. We will call some more. 

Just a moment, gentlemen, and we will determine whether you can 
be excused now. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings : Senators McClellan, Ives, and Curtis. ) 

The Cratrman. All right, gentlemen, you may stand aside for a 
few moments. We are going to hear some more testimony, and you 
may be interested in it. You stay available. 

Mr. Martin Lacey, come forward, please. 

Will you be sworn? You do solemnly swear that the evidence you 
shall give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 


Mr. Lacey. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARTIN T. LACEY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
MAX H. FRANKEL 


The CuatrMan. Be seated, please. Mr. Lacey, will you state your 
name, your place of residence, and your business or occupation, please, 
sir ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. Martin T. Lacey, L-a-c-e-y, 898 Washington Avenue, 
Westwood, N. J. I am president of the Central Trades Labor Coun- 
cil, AFL; secretary-treasurer and business manager of local 816; vice 
president of the New York State Federation of Labor, AFL. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. You have counsel with 
you, Mr. Lacey ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The CuamrmMan. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the record, 
please ? 
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Mr. Franxex. My name is Max H. Frankel, 305 Broadway, a mem- 
ber of the New York bar. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

All right, Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Lacey has not been well. He 
has just come out of the hospital, and we will attempt to expedite 
this matter as much as we can. 

The Cuarmman. All right. We will try to show you every con- 
sideration, Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. Lacey. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Lacey, I want to find out, first, if you have any 
comment to make on the telephone transcription that has just been 
played concerning the dues that were due from local 875, the per 
capita dues payments of dues from local 875. 

Mr. Lacey. I don’t know anything about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Excuse me. Local 239 of the teamsters. 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. You do not know anything about it? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a conversation with Mr. Goldstein 
about it? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You never did? 

Mr. Lacey. The only conversation I had with him was at the time 
that he made application on the charter, when he got a potential mem- 
bership of 2,500 members. I was under the impression that, in view 
of the fact that he had a local union coming in, the balance of those 
men whom he explained he couldn’t transfer in right away, until 
such time as he got straightened out with court litigations and some 
finances that they had regarding welfare and some other litiga- 
tions—— 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you lower it from $2,500 to $175? 

Mr. Lacey. I have no power to lower it. When I read that, I told 
him that is what it would be. 

Mr. Kennepy. How much did you charge him, then? $2,500? 

Mr. Lacey. I have no authority to charge him. I notified him that 
is what he would have to pay. 

Mr. Kennepy. $2,500 ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. According to the application. I was 
under the assumption he had those men. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the first letter that was written. Then, 
according to this transcription that has been played, there was a con- 
versation that was held between you and Goldstein, and that Goldstein 
then obtained from you the permission to only pay $175. 

Mr. Lacey. I never had such a conversation. I haven’t got the 
authority to make any deals with anybody regarding their per capita 
or their dues. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then that local only paid $175 after that. Can you 
explain that ? 

fr. Lacry. They paid nothing. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you explain why the local only paid $175? 

Mr. Lacey. They must have paid it into the joint council, the joint 
council 16 ; not to me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What was your position? What was your position 
in joint council 16 at the time ‘ 

Mr. Lacey. I was president. 

Mr. Kennepy. The letter went out to local 239 that they were to 
pay $2,500 to joint council 16. According to the transcript of the 
conversation Mr. Goldstein had a conversation with you and you 
agreed that he would only have to pay $175 to joint council 16. 

Mr. Lacey. I had no conversation with Mr. Goldstein whatever 
about the question of dues, none whatever but when the application 
first came in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you explain to the committee why a letter went 
out to him requesting him to pay $2,500 to joint council 16 and he 
only paid $175 to joint council 16? 

Mr. Lacey. Well, he claimed he didn’t have the money, and he 
was paying so much—as a matter of fact, I believe 

Mr. Kennepy. To whom did he claim that? 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. To whom did he claim that? 

Mr. Lacey. He claimed that to me, that he didn’t have the money 
immediately, that it was tied up in 995, of which I was under the 
impression there were over 2,000 men in it and they were going to 
come over to local 239. 

However, he was sending in a typewritten report monthly of his 
progress in organizing, and the additional men that he was making, 
and in addition he was sending in money as he went along. That, 
I don’t check. The secretary-treasurer of the joint council 16, Louis 
Lufrano, is the man that does that checking. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then based on the conversation that he had with 


you, his eae of the straits that they were in financially, you 
i 


did agree that he would not have to pay the full $2,500 at that time? 
Mr. Lacry. Not down, that is right. He didn’t have the money. 
Mr. Kennepy. That he only had to pay $175 ? 

Mr. Lacey. I didn’t mention—I don’t remember, sir, about any 
certain amount of money. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just knew that because he did not have the 
membership; he did not have the finances; he could not pay that 
$2,500 ? 

Mr. Lacry. That was my impression. 

Mr. Kennepy. 995 operated through 1954, 1955, and 1956. The 
charter wasn’t lifted until 1956. 

Did you allow them to operate with the teamsters? 

Mr. Lacey. I have no knowledge of 995. Ihave no relationship with 
the automobile setup whatsoever. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just said that you knew they had 995 and were 
going to transfer members over ? 

Mr. Lacey. No; he stated that whole union, and that charter was 
approved by the international union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever check to find out whether those mem- 
bers were transferred over from 995 to 239? 

Mr. Lacey. I didn’t have any opportunity for that, because down 
came the question of the election in January of 1956, and then from 
then on between court litigations and sickness, I didn’t have any chance 
todo anything. But the records will show that every month that he 
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had sent in a report and the progress that he was making on his 
organizing program. While I am on the subject 

Senator Curtis. Who was he talking about, about the progress he 
was making? 

Mr. Lacey. Goldstein of 239. 

Sir, you don’t deal with the individual local union. You deal with 
the individual, either the secretary-treasurer or the president of that 
local union. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you remember discussing with him about DeLury 
and getting him this Rutgers Shop. Do you remember having any 
conversations with him about that? 

Mr. Lacry. I don’t remember. It is possible. It could be possible 
on a question on jurisdiction. That I just don’t know of. My official 
position was to try to straighten out all jurisdictional questions, and 
they were straightened out in my office. I was never in the field to in- 
vestigate personally just the difference of what arguments there were 
on it. 

I asked them into the office in an endeavor to mutually straighten 
the matter out. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to get into these so-called locals that were 
set up. 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

Mr. Kennepy. The so-called—what are we going to call them? 

The CuHarrman. I stated the other day I “had a telegram, but it 
was actually a letter, from some international, I think, of the papers 
union or paper mills, whatever they represent, stating they were 
afraid the public might get the impression when we referred to paper 
locals, that we were t talking about locals in their international union. 
They asked us to call them something else. I have been trying to 
remember to call them phony locals or something else rather than 
paper locals. 

Mr. Lacey. That would be more appropriate. 

The Cuamman. We certainly do not mean to reflect upon that other 
international organization or any member of it when we use the term 
paper locals. We will try to remember to call them phony locals. 

Mr. Kennepy. Phony is the word? 

The Cuarrman. I do not think you can dispute the word “phony.” 

Counsel suggested to me that we call them disputed locals, but I do 
not think you can very well dispute by this record that they were 
phony locals. 

Mr. Lacey. Might I suggest that you call them rubber ones? 

The Cuamman. We had one that bounced along. 

Mr. Lacey. Nearly all of these have been bouncing and stretching. 

The Cuarman. Allright. We will call them phony for the present. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us, Mr. Lacey, when you first heard 
about these locals, these phony locals, in connection with their request 
to be seated in the joint council? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. On the day of December 1, 1955, joint council 
16 run a dinner in the Commodore Hotel for Mr. Beck. I attended— 
I hadn’t been at the office for several days. At the same time of the 
starting of the dinner for Mr. Beck, which was authorized by the 
council, there was also the amalmagation of the CIO and the AFL, 
which was nen a few days before. I hadn’t gone back to the office 
for a full week 
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On the first day or the second day of December—I think it was the 
first day of which the dinner, my secretary, Miss McHugh, had run 
short of tickets for the dinner, and she had gone back to the office to 
pick up some more tickets. When she went back, she found some 3 
or 5 letters. 

I have a photostat copy of those letters. 

She called me on the wire and told me she had them in the office. 
I told her to “leave them there until I get back.” 

That dinner, I think, was on a Thursday, the 1st of December. 

The following Monday was the 5th, the opening of the amalgama- 
tion or merger of the AFL-CIO, which was held in the 71st Armory. 
I say I wasn’t back in the office for the simple reason it necessitated 
a lot of setting up, technical points, having the oa arranged, and 
at the last minute we forgot to bring a piano in the place. We don’t 
remember it until a Sunday. 

We had to get a truckman, a union truckman, by the way, out at 
6 o’clock Monday morning so that we can get the piano into the 
armory early enough to start the merger convention. 

Mr. Krnnepy. Mr. Lacey, could I just suggest, if you don’t feel 
too well, we don’t have to go into every detail. Just if we can get 
whatever the pertinent facts are regarding these locals. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Maybe it would be better for you to wait until to- 
morrow and get a rest. 

Mr. Lacey. The only reason I give you that is the reason why I 
wasn’t at the office attending business. 

I told Miss McHugh to hold the letters until I got back. 

The following Monday I got there, and I read the letters and I think 
after reading the letters, with copies of them here, and I believe you 
have them 

The Cuatmrman. Let me help you there and shorten it. 

Mr. Lacey, I hand you here exhibits 100, 100—A, and 100-B, 101, and 
100-C. They are exhibits in the testimony. See if those exhibits are 
four of the letters that you refer to, or copies thereof. That will help 
you by just identifying those. 

(Documents handed to witness.) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now I hand you two others that we have that have 
not been made exhibits. They are dated November 29, 1955, one of 
them is, and the other one is November 30, 1955. The one dated No- 
vember 30 is from John McNamara, secretary-treasurer of local 295, 
and the other, dated November 29, 1955, is signed by Harry Reiss, 
secretary-treasurer of local 284. Please examine these two and state 
if they are like the copies you have and if you recognize them. 

(Documents handed to witness.) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They may be made exhibits 128 and 128—A. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits 128 and 128—A,” 
for reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 4895-4896.) 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

That helps you about the letters. 

All right, Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Or you may proceed, if you have not finished your answer. 
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Mr. Lacey. All that week we were over at the 71st in the comple- 
tion of the merger, and the following Monday morning I was back 
to my office and I believe it was an executive board meeting was called 
on December 12, 1955, to report to the executive board the letters that 
I received requesting these individuals to be seated. 

I explained the letters, and at the same time presented the letters to 
the officers so that they can pass them around—there are 7 on the 
executive board, and, at that time, 4 on the advisory committee—to 
pass them around to see if they could identify anybody on these 
contracts. 

Only 1 man identified 1 name. Iam sorry the man is dead. 

The only name was partially—it wasn't positively identified. It 
was the name of Davidoff. 

The executive board went on record that in view of the fact that 
these came in as letters, and we don’t have a copy of the application 
for a charter, that the matter lay on the table. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Lacry. They instructed me as the president to send a letter to 
Mr. Beck requesting an explanation in view of a letter of understand- 
ing that we had from his international union signed by Einar Mohn 
under date of June 16, 1954, whereby, in a four-page letter, he promised 
not to issue charters unless they took the matter up with the joint 
council. 

The Cuatrman. These charters had not been taken up with you as 
president of the joint council ? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Will you identify this original letter that you have 
just mentioned? It is dated June 16, 1954. Your letter was dated 
what ? 

Mr. Lacey. June 16,1954. I have a photostatic copy. 

The Cuamman. You got a letter from Mr. Einar Mohn ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

(At this point, Senator Ervin entered the hearing room.) 

The Cuatrman. I present to you what I believe to be is the or iginal 
of the one of which you say you have a photostatic copy of. Will you 
examine it and state whether you identify it as the original letter 
about which you are testifying? 

(Document handed to w “itness. ) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You do identify it? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit 129. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 129,” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on pp. 4897-4900. y 

The Cuarmman. Now you may refer to any pertinent part of it, if 
you desire. 

Mr. Lacey. The executive board after going on record of refusing 
to seat them, tabled the applications or, as we call them, credentials, 
to table them, and for me to contact or send a letter to Mr. Beck, 
requesting a copy of the applications of the charters and giving the 
jurisdiction. 

I want you to bear in mind that the question of jurisdiction is pri- 
mary, because all of these local unions, with the exception of one, have 
the same name. 
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It would conflict with the various other local unions that had 
already been seated in our council. 

The CHatrman. So in the first instance, you had been completely 
ignored in the granting of the charter? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmman. And those charters, under the letter from Mr. 
Mohn, the agreement that you had, they were supposed to come 
through your office, the applications, before charters were granted 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. That was so that you would be informed of what 
was going on within your council jurisdiction ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

The Carman. They bypassed you to get the charter? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You never heard of them until after they were 
issued and until you heard of these letters being sent to you asking 
you to seat them? 

Mr. Lacey. You say I never knew until they were issued. I don’t 
even know yet whether they were issued. I never got the answer from 
Mr. Beck yet. 

The Cuatrman. Well, if they were issued, you never knew it? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Lacey. I called a meeting the following evening, which was the 
regular time, second Tuesday of the month. At this meeting we took 
the same matter up, and the recommendation of the executive commit- 
tee was concurred in unanimously. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. The council special meeting on the 13th confirmed the 
action of the executive committee, w hich was a unanimous vote all 
over, that these letters be on the table until such time as I got an 
answer to my letter, as instructed by the council and the executive 
board, to forward on to Mr. Beck for him to explain the question of 
the granting of the charters, that we wanted a copy of the applica- 
tion and explain its jurisdiction. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have the minutes of the meeting 
of December 12, 1955, and the minutes of the meeting of December 13, 
1955. 

Senator Ives. I will send those over to Mr. Lacey and he can 
examine them and see if he recognizes them. 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Senator Ives. That first one is December 12, 1955. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ives. That will be exhibit No. 130. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 130” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 4901-4903.) 

Seantor Ives. Now, I send to you the minutes of December 13, 
1955. Will you kindly examine those? 

(The documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Ives. That will be exhibit No. 131. 
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(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 131” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 4904-4907. ) 

Mr. Kennupy. The situation at this time, then, was that despite 
the agreement that had been made in June of 1954 that any charters 
that were granted in the New York area would go through the joint 
council and through the general organizer, despite that agreement 
in May of 1954, these charters had been granted to individuals whom 
nobody on the ‘joint council could identify; is that correct? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were not even aware at that time who were 
the applicants for those charters ? 

Mr. Lacey. Well, it was my duty to inquire 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, you did not even know who the 
applicants for the charters were? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kenney. The only officer that could be identified on any of 
the charters was just one officer; is that right—Harry Davidoff? 

Mr. Lacey. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. So at that time the executive board decided to get 
in touch with the international president down here and find out 
who had applied for these charters and who these people were; is 
that right? 

Mr. Lacey. That’s right. 

Senator Curtis. About When did you write Mr. Beck? 

Mr. Lacey. A copy of the letter I got here, dated December 15, 
1955. 

Senator Curtis. When did he answer ? 

Mr. Lacey. He hasn’t answered yet. I received a telegram— 

Senator Ives. Just a minute, Mr. Lacey. 

I have in my possession a letter signed by you and addressed to 
Mr. Dave Beck, general president, International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, date(| December 15, 1955, which I assume is the original 
of the copy you have. 

I send it to you for identification. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(At this point Senator McClellan entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That may be made exhibit No. 152 

Senator Currts. Is that unusual, that your letters to the interna- 
tional directed to Mr. Beck, were not answered ? 

Mr. Lacey. That’s right. I might say on the subject that a copy 
of that letter, so we could get the information, or it wouldn’t be by- 
passed, we sent the original to Mr. Beck, a copy to Mr. Einar Mohn 
and a copy to Mr. Tom Flynn and a copy to the organizer in the area, 
who was Tom Hickey. 

Senator Curtis. The two that you mentioned other than Mr. 
Hickey were in the international office here in Washington ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. I inquired of Mr. Hickey and he knew noth- 
ing about it. 

Senator Curtis. Did any of those otlier men answer ? 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

Senator Curtis. Did you get an answer from anybody ? 
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Mr. Lacey. No, sir. The only answer I got was under date of 
January 9. Things were pretty hot then. Not the weather. I gota 
telegram from Mr. Einar Mohn, dated January 9. 

The Cuatrman. Will you suspend a moment until I read into the 
record your letter to Mr. Beck, about which you are talking? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 132” and 
follows:) 

The Cuarrman. I will read it into the record. It is on joint coun- 
cil No. 16 stationery and it is dated December 15, 1955, to Mr. Dave 
Beck, general president, International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 25, 
Louisiana Avenue NW., Washington, D. C.: 


DEAR SiR AND BrotrHeER: Please find six photostatic copies of letters received 
at this office wherein local unions unknown to us request the seating of dele- 
gates. 

In view of our understanding regarding the issuing of charters, I am writ- 
ing to you for more information on this matter, and request further that if 
charters have been issued to these locals, copies of their applications be for- 
warded to this office. 


Trusting you will give this matter your immediate attention, I remain, 
Fraternally yours, 
Martin Lacey, President. 

This letter shows that copies were sent to: E. Mohn, T. Flynn, and 
T. Hickey. It has six enclosures. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. You were giving an explanation, but I wanted to 
get this letter into the record. I may say at this time I believe that 
we cannot conclude with you tonight, so I think you had better take 
a rest. 

We will recess over until 11:30 tomorrow morning, to give you 
plenty of time to rest. 

Mr. Lacey. All right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that satisfactory ? 

Mr. Franxex. That is satisfactory. 

May I thank the committee for their indulgence with Mr. Lacey. 
He has not been well. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. We recognize that. 

Therefore, the committee will stand in recess until 11:30 tomor- 
row morning. 

(Present at the taking of the recess were Senators McClellan, Ives, 
Ervin, Kennedy, and Curtis. ) 

(Whereupon, at 5:03 p. m., the hearing in the above-entitled mat- 
ter was recessed, to reconvene at 11:30 a. m., on the following day.) 








INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 16, 1957 


Unrrep Srates SENATE, 
SEeLEcT CoMMITTEE ON ImpROPER ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lasor oR MANAGEMENT FIELp, 
Washington, D.C. 

The select committee met at 11:30 a. m., pursuant to Senate Resolu- 
tion 74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) ‘presiding. 

Present: Senators John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Irving 
M. Ives, Republican, New York; John F. Rennedr, Democrat, Massa- 
chusetts; Pat McNamara, Democrat, Michigan ; Karl KE. Mundt, Re- 
publican, South Dakota; and Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Jerome S. Adler- 
man, assistant chief counsel; Paul J. Tierney, assistant counsel; Wal- 
ter R. May, assistant counsel ; Robert E. Dunne, assistant counsel; 
P, Kenneth O’Donnell, assistant counsel; Frank Lloyd, investigator; 
and Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 


(Members of the select committee present at the convening of the 
session: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Kennedy.) 

The CuHatrrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Lacey, will you take the witness stand, please ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF MARTIN T. LACEY, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS 
COUNSEL, MAX H. FRANKEL—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Lacey, we were discussing these locals, these 
phony locals that were chartered at the end of 1955, and you testified 
esterday, I believe, that you received letters from them in early 
Sales of 1955, requesting to be seated in the joint council, that 
you had never heard of any of these locals, that you and the executive 
board took the letters up, that you had never heard of any of the 
names of the officers that were listed, and that these charters, evi- 
dently, had been issued by the international without your knowledge 
and without the knowledge of Mr. Hickey, who was general organizer 
in that area at that time, and who was vice president of the teamsters. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

(At this point, Senator Curtis entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. And that this procedure that had ‘een followed by 
the international had been in violation of the agreement that the in- 
ternational had made with joint council 16 in 1954 in a letter that 
had been written by Dave Beck to joint council 16 on June 16, 1954, 
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that they would always go through the joint council before issuing 
charters. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, then, after you took the step of writing to Mr. 
Beck requesting the charter applications for these various locals; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Lacey. That last remark I didn’t get, that last question. 

Mr. Kennepy. You took a step, then, that was supported by your 
executive board, of writing to Mr. Bec k requesting the charter appli- 
cations, the charter applic ations for these various locals, and any 
other information regarding the backgrounds of these people. 

Mr. Lacey. The jurisdiction, primarily. 

Mr. Kennepy. The jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you stated, also, I believe, that you had not 
received a reply to that letter up to this time? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir; up to the telegram. 

Mr. Kennpey. Up to the telegram. I think that is about where we 
were yesterday. We had gotten to the telegram that had been sent 
in early January. Your letter to Dave Beck was written December 
15, 1955? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you received an answer on January 10, which 
was about 4 weeks later; January 10, is that correct? You received 
a telegram from Einar Mohn? 

Mr. Lacey. Dated January 9. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just prior to that, we have one other document that 
I would like to get into the record, if I may. That is a letter dated 
December 15, in connection with one other of these phony locals. Up 
until December 15, we had only heard from 6 of the 7 locals? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, we have a letter dated December 15, which 
brings in the seventh local. 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The chairman has it now, and you may identify it. 

The CxHarrman. The Chair hands you what appears to be the 
original letter of Milton Levine to you on December 15, 1955. Please 
examine it and state if you identify it. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That letter may be made exhibit 133. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 133” for reference, 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 4908.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, this is a letter to the joint council, to 
Martin Lacey, president, from Milton Levine, giving the names of the 
officers of local 275, and giving their names so that they could be 
admitted to membership in the joint council 16. If they are admitted 
to membership, of course, they would be eligible to vote. Local 275 is 
up here on our chart. It is the local that came out of 875. As we 
showed yesterday, 875 is controlled by Tony “Ducks” Corallo, as is 
local 275. This was the last of the so-called phony locals. Now we 
come up to January. 

The Crairman. Do you wish to make any comment ? 
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Mr. Lacey. None, other than Mr, Kennedy said to be admitted. 
The credential, as it is called, a credential, or the letter, is' an applica- 
tion to be seated in the joint council. 

Hr. Kennupy. It says here: 

We are also making a request that local 275 be admitted to membership in the 
joint council. 

Mr. Lacey. The admitting to membership as being a member. I 
would like to explain that the seating of the delegates would have to 
be elected officers. Just the seating “of delegates doesn’t mean any- 
thing, although they can discuss any question that arises. But they 
are not in the capacity to vote. I just want to bring that to your 
attention. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now we come to your letter of December 15 to Mr. 
Beck requesting the charter applications and the backgrounds of 
these people and the jurisdiction that these various locals were to 
cover. You received a telegram that is dated January 9, 1956, which 
was a reply to your letter of December 15 ), 19553 is that right? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. But that telezram was signed by Einar 
Mohn, under direction, as I understand, from President Beck. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand. 

Mr. Lacey. I might state, Mr. Kennedy, that that, in no manner, 
shape, or form, gives me the information that I required in the letter. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that. The chairman has the telegram 
now. 

It is your testimony that you never have received an answer to 
that letter of December 10. 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you what purports to be a telegram, ad- 
dressed to you, signed by Einar O. Mohn, assistant to the general 
president, dated January 9, and I ask you to examine this document 
and state if you identify it. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Lacey, Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is the telegram that you received from Mr. 
Mohn ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That will be made exhibit 134, 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 134” for reference, 
and may be found in the files of the Select Committee.) 

The Cuarrman. You had requested in your letter of December 15 
toMr. Beck this. Yousay: 

In view of our understanding regarding the issuing of charters, I am writing 
to you for more information on this matter, and request further that, if charters 
have been issued to these locals, copies of their applications be forwarded to 
this office. 

Is the telegram responsive to that request for information ? 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Lacey. I couldn’t wed it up. I couldn’t wed it up, in view of 
the time element between December 15 and January 9. I in no way 
believed that that was an answer to my letter. I took the telegram 
more as an order than I did as an answer to my letter. , 
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The Cuarrman. In other words, it did not respond, actually, to 
your letter by giving you the information you requested ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. Correct. 

The Cuarrman. They sent this telegram, which you regarded more 
as an order or directive to you ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

The Cuarmrman. The telegram should be printed in the record at 
this point. I have read pertinent parts of the letter. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not receive the applications for charters? 
Mr. Mohn did not send you the applications for charters ? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then you sent Mr. Mohn a telegram back in reply 
to his telegram to you; did you not, on January 10? 

Mr. Lacey. I haven’t got a copy here. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you here what purports to be the original 
telegram. 

hile you are examining this for the purpose of identifying it, 
the telegram from you to Mr. Mohn, while you are reading it for the 
purpose of identifying it, the Chair will read Mr. Mohn’s wire to you 
into the record. 

It is addressed to Mr. Martin Lacey, president, Joint Council of 
Teamsters, No. 16, 265 West 14th Street, New York, N. Y., dated 
January 9. Also, it is addressed to Mr. Leonard Geiger, 2401 Jack- 
son Avenue, Long Island City, N. Y. 

It reads: 


JANUARY 9, 1956, 
Mr. MartTIn LAceEy, 
President, Joint Council of Teamsters, No. 16, 
265 West 14th, New York, N.Y. 
Mr. LEONARD GEIGER, 
2401 Jackson Avenue, 
Long Island City, N. Y.: 

In order to beat the deadline of the merged convention AFL-CIO held re- 
cently in New York, this office received requests from many sections of the 
country for charters from Federal labor unions and other AFL and CIO affil- 
iates whose people were engaged in some industries properly our jurisdiction. 
Time would not permit all of these applications to be processed under usual 
procedure. The following charters were issued in the New York area: Locals 
258, 269, 284, 295, 362, and 641. Some of these were small local unions and 
after they have been seated in our joint council as well as in the Eastern Con- 
ference of Teamsters, it was agreed that where consolidation of local unions was 
practical they would be consolidated. I shall be glad to forward to you copies 
of their applications. They are in good standing with the international union 
and should be accorded all the rights and privileges of local unions in good 
standing. 

Ernark O. Monn, 
Assistant to the General President. 


It is signed “Einar O. Mohn, assistant to the general president.” 

You regarded that as an order to you to so accept and treat those 
locals ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you send a reply ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cramman. On the 10th? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to ask you what this means here “As a prac- 
tical matter.” They are talking about these locals. 
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Some of these were small local unions and after they have been seated in our 
joint council as well as the Eastern Conference of Teamsters, it was agreed that 
where consolidation of local unions was practical, they would be consolidated. 

Didn’t this mean that after they had been seated, that during this 
period of time they would be permitted to vote in the election? If 
they were seated in the joint council they would be permitted to vote 
in the election, is that right? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right, seven of them. 

Mr. Kennepy. All seven of them would be permitted to vote in 
the election ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. And after the election, they would 
shrink them. 

Mr. Kennepy. And come back to maybe 1 or 2 locals? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. If, in fact, this telegram was sent in good faith and 
the purpose of chartering these locals was other than to influence the 
election, they would have consolidated the locals prior to their being 
seated ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. Prior to that, that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you sent back a telegram ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cramman. The telegram that he sent back may be printed 
in the record at this point. 

The Chair will read it. 

Mr. Kennepy. In this connection, did you know if any of these 
locals had any members at that time ? 

Mr. Lacey. None whatever. 

(At this point, Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

The CratrMman. Your reply telegram, which may be printed in full 
in the record, reads as follows: 

New York, N. Y., Janaary 10, 1956. 
EINAR O, MOHN, 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, 
25 Louisiana NW., Washington, D. C.: 


Your chatty and interesting but belated telegram of January 9, with reference 
to our serious letter of December 15 last, to Dave Beck, general presidént, 
received. 

We know how busy our international president is but when 125,000 members 
represented through this joint council make an important and significant request 
to him such as was done in our letter of December 15, we are puzzled why he 
does not reply so that constitutionally provided reviews, if necessary, can be 
followed. 

Many of us here think that fraud and deception have been utilized in seeking 
charters from the international and there is even the possibility that a major 
conspiracy directed to the detriment of this joint council and of the interna- 
tional, may be involved. 

As solid trade unionists we want to protect our members, improve their condi- 
tions, and fight in the basic union way for the people we represent and do not 
want to be party to or subjected to the establishment of any clique or block- 
control of manpower for intra- or inter-union politics. 

Although suspicion has been aroused by your belated telegram, which you 
must admit is meaningless, but which we assume is intended to be kindly, we 
still must follow in the mandate of our joint council and demand as to the seven 
alleged charters which, say, were issued, the copies of the applications for such 
charters, per capita payments made, copies of the alleged charters which we 
assume will outline the “jurisdiction” purportedly granted, and the names and 
addresses of the individuals at whose behest said alleged charges. 


I guess they mean charters— 
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have been issued. The joint council will continue to table applications of such 
alleged locals until there is a thorough examination, we hope with the coopera- 
tion of the international union, of the applicants. 

Please, therefore, request our general president, Dave Beck, to comply with 
our letter of December 15, 1955, and furnish the information requested and in- 
dicated herein promptly, and at the same time express the agreement which 
was made with our council regarding the issuance of new charters a letter to 
this council dated June 16, 1954, should serve to refresh his recollection of this 
agreement. 


MARTIN LACEY, 
President, Joint Council No. 16 I. B. of T. 


All right, Mr. Counsel. 

I have ordered this printed in the record in full, and also the other 
telegram should be printed in the record in full so that they can be 
read completely. 

Senator Curtis? 

Senator Curtis. I have a couple of questions, Mr. Lacey. 

If everyone in the international union office had followed the rules 
laid down in the constitution and bylaws of the international, and 
the usual practices, would these charters ever have been issued ? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Senator Curtis. Do you feel that the failure to send you copies of 
these applications, and the long delay in getting a response to your 
letters and telegrams, is an admission that at least some of the people 
in the international were cooperating with these irregular and non- 
existent unions? 

Mr. Lacey. I have no other way to believe. I definitely believe 
that. 

Senator Curtis. Would you care to state who it was / 

Mr. Lacey. That I wouldn’t know. 

My communications were directed to Brother Beck and answers 
were returned by Einar Mohn. 

Senator Curtis. While your organization has grown rapidly in 
many instances, it would not be any difficult office task to photostat 
copies of applications and send the seven of them to you, would it/ 

Mr. Lacey. I don’t think so. I don’t think so, in a direct answer. 

Senator Curris. I notice in the letter they said because of the 
shortness of time they could not do it. That was not a legitimate 
excuse, was it? 

Mr. Lacey. No. The procedures followed by the international 
union, insofar as charters are concerned, are usually endorsed by the 
organizer in that area. That organizer was Tom Hickey. 

Immediately upon receiving these letters, T asked him if he knew 
anything about charters. He said “No.’ 

Senator Curtis. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the time that this telegram was sent, it states 
here : 


Many of us think that fraud and deception have been utilized— 


did you feel at that time that there was fraud and deception? 

Mr. Lacey. I felt so; yes. 

Mr. Kenney. Do you feel that at the present time, looking back 
on it, that there was fraud and deception involved ? 

Mr. Lacey. Mr. Kennedy, it was not only that I believed it, after 
discussing it with the executive board and recommended to the whole 
council, the whole or ganization felt that way. 
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Mr. Kennepy. They felt that way, then, and as you look back on it 
at the present time, you think there was fraud and deception involved ? 

Mr. Lacey. At that time, yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. As you look back on it now, you felt that there was 
fraud and deception involved in the issuance of these charters? 

Mr. Lacry. I would say more so, after the evidence that has been 
produced before this committee. 

The CuarrmMan. You are pretty well convinced, are you not? ° 

Mr. Lacey. I would say positive. 

(At this point, Senator Curtis withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. You state in this telegram, even at that date, in 
January 1956, that there was a major conspiracy involved. Did you 
feel at that time it was a major conspiracy to the detriment of this 
joint council ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. I felt that way, but I would like to state that I didn’t 
draft that letter. I had it drafted by my attorney, who I was con- 
stantly in touch with in every action pertaining to this situation. 

Mr. Kennepy. But that was the feeling of you and your people at 
that time ? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you feel so at the present time, that there was a 
major conspiracy involv ed? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. This telegram you sent back was January 10, 1956. 
On January 26, 1956, you had a special executive board meeting ‘which 
was held at the request of 5 of your 7 executive board members? 

(The witness conferred w ith his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. January 26? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That was the meeting where Geiger moved that the 
locals be seated. 

Mr. Lacey. I believe that that was the meeting that you are re- 
ferring to now. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. That is what I was going on. 

The Cuatrman. May I present to you what purports to be the 
original minutes of that meeting on January 26, 1956, and ask you to 
examine those minutes and state if you identify them. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. Can I explain the circumstances ? 

The CuHarrmMan. Can you say whether you recognize that as the 
minutes of that meeting ? 

Mr. Lacey. With an explanation. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. All right. 

Mr. Lacey. The secretary, Lenny Geiger, who was recording secre- 
tary, took the minutes. I recognize the contents that is in this letter. 
After the meeting was adjourned, by, as the practice, the rule, the law, 
the minutes of the meeting are kept in the office, typed, and read to 
the members. 

Immediately after this demand meeting—and bear in mind that this 
group walked in on me and insisted on a meeting right away. I was 
busy and I postponed it for a couple of days. 
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‘The minutes of this particular meeting I never got from Geiger. | 
‘demanded them. He refused to give them to me. 

I asked the vice president, Joe Trerotola, to the best of his memory 
to draft what happened at that meeting. From his drafting, these are 
the minutes. 

Right up to now, regardless of how many demands I had made, I 
never received a copy of those minutes from Geiger. 

The Cuarrman. He was the recording secretary ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And he was the official whose duty it was to make 
the minutes and to keep the minutes ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And he never did provide you with them ? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So these are your unofficial minutes that you had 
prepared immediately after when Geiger refused to give you the ofli- 
cial minutes ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir, for a record for the organization of what 
actually happened at that meeting. 

The Cuarrman. You examined those minutes at the time they were 
presented to you? 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

"The Cuatrman. I say, you examined those minutes when they were 
prepared, this doc ‘ument before you? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. And did it at that time reflect, according to your 
recollection, exactly what h: ippened ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Therefore, this document will be received. 

It will be made exhibit 135. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 135,” for reference, 
and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

The Cuarrman. You m: Ly interrogate the witness, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think the important part of this, Mr. Lacey, is the 
fact that at this meeting, 5 of the 7 executive board members reversed 
their position and moved that these phony locals be seated. Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that this was led by Lenny Geiger? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. This opposition and this attempt to have these 
phony loc - seated was led by Lenny Geiger ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. asiioy. I might say, Mr. Chairman, we have been attempt- 
ing to locate Mr. Geiger. 

We interviewed him once about a month ago and have been attempt- 
ing to locate him to testify in these proceedings. He has disappeared 
from his office and has disappeared from his home. We have. been 
unable to contact him to ask him to appear before the committee. 

The CuarrmMan. I guess he is what you call on the “lam;” is that 
it? 

Mr. Lacey. I think that is the expression. 

The Cuarnan. All right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. So Lufrano, Geiger, Parisi, Schopback, and Bessler, 
those five members moved that these phony’ locals be seated ; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you maintained your position that they should 
not be seated ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the basis of that? What was the basis 
of your opinion ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. The executive board had no right to reverse the decision 
of the overall council. I based my decision on the ruling of the 
council. The executive board is only official when it is in session, but 
once the executive board brings in a recommendation to the overall 
picture and it is adopted, we have no right to reverse it or revise it in 
any manner. 

Mr. Kennepy. When you are talking about the executive board, 
you are talking about the executive board meeting that you had held 
back in December ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the executive board meeting at that time had 
said that these locals should not be seated, that a letter should be writ- 
ten for an explanation from the international ? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepvy. And then when this meeting was held, the special 
executive board meeting was held, in January, that was not the full 
council meeting and, therefore, could not reverse the position of the 
council back then ? 

Mr. Franke. One moment, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. KENNEDY. I think I confused it. 

You had the executive board meeting in December, around Decem- 
ber 12, I believe. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on December 13, this executive board recom- 
mendation that these locals should not be seated was approved by 
the joint council. 

Mr, Lacey. Unanimously. 

Mr. Kennepy. Unanimously. So that was a joint council action. 
So then when you held the executive board meeting on January 26, 
and these members reversed their positions, your ruling was that the 
executive board could not reverse the position of the joint council? 

Mr. Lacey. Definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you refused to seat these locals at that time? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

And if you will notice in the minutes, I refused to accept their 
motion. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you we ilar with. the fact that Geiger on 
the following day, on January 26, 1956, sent a telegram to John Eng- 
lish, urging that these locals fe cata and taking the position, and 
I quote, 
this appeal is of the utmost urgency for the reason that election of officers of 
joint council 16 is to be scheduled for February 14? 

Were you familiar with the fact that he sent that telegram ? 

Mr. Lacey. I know that a telegram was sent. 
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Mr. Kewnepy. That shows clearly that the purpose of chartering 
these paper locals, Mr. Lacey; that the purpose of chartering these 
phony locals, was for the purpose of aieenetin the election rather 
than for the fact that there was an AFL-CIO merger, because if that 
is all that was at issue then there wouldn’t have been the urgency of 
getting these people seated so that they could vote in the election; is 
that right? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. That is right. 

The CuHarrman. Have you ever seen this telegram? Could you 
identify it? 

It is the telegram from Leonard Geiger to Dave Beck, dated Janu- 
ary 27, 1956. 

Have you ever seen this telegram ? 

Mr. Franxeu. Senator McClellan, may I suggest that you show it 
to him? He may have seen it. 

The Cuamman. Allright. I want to get it in the record, but if we 
cannot identify it, I want it identified by someone else. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. Lacey. Sir, I just don’t seneaiber the telegram, but I am led 
to believe that a copy was sent to each one of the officers. My secre- 
tary tells me that she remembers that everyone of the officers got 
them. I don’t just remember that. There was so much confusion at 
that time there is a lot of things that I can’t remember. 

The Cuarrman. Which member of our staff procured the telegram ¢ 


TESTIMONY OF PAUL J. TIERNEY—Resumed 


The Cyaan. Mr. Tierney, you have been previously sworn. 

I hand you a telegram, apparently an original telegram, from Mr. 
Geiger to Mr. Dave Beck, dated January 27, 1956. I ask you to 
examine it and state how this committee came into possession of that 
telegram. 

Mr. Tierney. I procured this telegram from the offices of the In- 
ternational Brotherhood of Teamsters here in Washington. It was 
obtained by subpena. 

The Cuatrman. It was obtained by subpena from the files of the 
International Teamsters organization headquarters here in Wash- 
ington ? 

Mr. Tierney. That is correct. 

The Cuarmman. That telegram may be made exhibit No. 136. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings: Senators McClellan, Ives, and Mundt.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, do you want to read the telegram ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I might just summarize it. It is an 
appeal. 

" he Cuarrman. The telegram may be printed in the record at this 
oint. 
. (The telegram referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 136” for refer- 
ence and is as follows:) 
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New York, N. Y., January 30, 1956. 
DAVE BECK, 
General President, International Brotherhood of Teamsters and Chauf- 
feurs, Warehousemen, and Helpers of America, AFL, 25 Louisiana 
Avenue NW., Washington, D. C.: 


Dear Str AND Broruer: This is an appeal by the executive board of Joint 
Council No. 16 of New York from a decision of the president of said council 
in refusing to entertain * meron to seat the delegates to the joint council of 
locals 258, 269, 284, 295, 362, and 651. 

All of the aforesaid seals were duly chartered by the international union, 
and by telegram dated January 9, 1956, a copy of which is attached, Einar O. 
Mohn, assistant to the general president, stated that “after such locals have 
been seated in our joint council.” Notwithstanding such communication, the 
president of joint council No. 16 refused to seat the delegates of such local 
unions or to issue proper credentials to them. 

All of the local unions involved have taken every action necessary to aecom- 
plish their affiliations with the joint council. Every effort has been made 
through normal channels available to the joint council to comply with the pro- 
visions of the international constitution to effectuate the affiliations of these local 
unions with joint council No. 16. On January 26, 1956, pursuant to a request 
of the majority of the executive board of joint council No. 16,.the president, 
Martin T. Lacey, called a special meeting of the executive board for the purpose 
of considering the affiliation of such local unions with the joint council. At that 
meeting a motion was duly made and seconded to seat the delegates of the 
various locals, and to issue to them the necessary credentials to allow them to 
participate in the functions of the council. The president refused to entertain 
such motion upon the grounds that it was unconstitutional and illegal. The 
members of the executive board were then polled on their position on the motion 
to seat the delegates of the 6 local unions involved. Five members constituting 
a majority of the executive board, voted to seat the delegates, and to issue cre- 
dentials to them, the president, however, stated that he would not comply with 
the wishes of the majority of the executive board. 

This appeal is of the utmost urgency for the reason that an election for 
officers of joint council No. 16 is scheduled to be held February 14. The eligi- 
bility of the delegates of locals 258, 269, 284, 295, 862, and 651 should be deter- 
mined and they should be advised whether they are entitled to vote in such 
election. 

The majority of the executive board of joint council No. 16, consisting of Louis 
Lufrano, Harry Schopack, Joseph Parisi, Harry Bessler, and Leonard R. Geiger, 
have authorized me to forward this appeal to your body. A prompt ruling from 
your body is earnestly requested. If necessary, we will be glad to appear at 
the next international board meeting to state your case. 

Fraternally yours. 

Telegram copy. 

JANUARY 9, 1956. 
LEONARD GEIGER, 
Long Island City, N. Y.: 

In order to beat the deadline of the merged convention AFL-CIO held recently 
in New York, this office received request from many sections of the country for 
charters from Federal labor unions and other AFL and CIO affiliates whose 
people were engaged in some industries properly our jurisdiction. Time would 
not permit all of these applications to be processed under usual procedure. The 
following charters were issued in the New York area: Locals 258, 269, 284, 295, 
362, and 651. Some of these were small local unions and after they have been 
seated in our joint council as well as in the Eastern Conference of teamsters, 
it was agreed that where consolidation of local unions was practical that they 
would be consolidated. I shall be glad to forward to you copies of their ap- 
plications. They are in good standing with the international union and should 
be accorded all the rights and privileges of local unions in good standing. 


E1nar O. MOHN, 
Assistant to the General President. 

LEONARD R. GEIGER, 
Recording Secretary, Joint Council. 


Mr. Kennepy. It is an appeal that these phony locals be seated 
with the joint council, and it recites the fact that Mr. Geiger and his 
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colleagues have attempted to. have them seated and have been op- 
posed. It demands that the international take the necessary steps to 
intervene and have these locals seated. 

Once again just to quote from the telegram: 

This appeal is of the utmost urgency for the reason that election of officers 
of joint council 16 is scheduled to be held on February 14. 

It shows that it was necessary to get these locals seated so that 
they could vote in the election. 






















The CuarrmMan. Was any other reason given for urgency other than - 

the fact of the election ? . 
Mr. Kennepy. No, Mr. Chairman. , 
The CuHatrman. The telegram has already been ordered printed 

in the record. f 
Mr. Kennepy. It goes on to say after the part I just quoted: 
The eligibility of the delegates of these locals 258, 269, 284, 295, 362, and 

651 should be determined and they should be advised whether they are en- 

titled to vote in such an election. ; 
The whole emphasis during this period of time was that the dele- 

gates be seated so that they could vote in the election. t 
Mr. Chairman, on the same date, Mr. Geiger sent a letter to John 


English requesting the same steps be taken by the international, and 
that these locals be seated. 

The Cuatrman. Do we have the letter? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; we do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Tierney, did you also obtain the letter that 
counsel has just referred to from the files of the international under 
subpena ? 

Mr. Tirrney. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cramman. Do you have the letter? 

Mr. Tierney. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The letter may be made exhibit No. 137. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 137” for 
reference and will be found in the appendix on p. 4909.) 

Mr. Kennepy. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that this letter that 
was sent concerning letters that we have already had evidence and 
testimony on; namely, the letters dictated from the office of 649, and 
were letters on the stationery of local 269 signed by Curcio, David- 
off, Brier, Reiss, and Gordon, appealing to the international that 
these locals be seated, and also the letter of local 295 which was dic- 
tated by John McNamara, when he went to the office of 649, and an 
appeal to the international that his group be allowed to vote in the 
election. 

The CxHatrman. These letters have already been made exhibits 
Nos. 102 and 103. 





























TESTIMONY OF MARTIN T. LACEY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
MAX H. FRANKEL—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. On February 6, 1956, you wrote a letter to Dave 
Beck giving your position on those locals, Mr. Lacey ? 

Mr. Lacry. May I see the letter? 

The Cramman. The Chair presents you the origina] letter for 
your identification. 
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(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuairman. All right, Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You identify the letter? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. That letter may be made exhibit No. 138. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 138” for ref- 
erence and may be found in the files of the select comittee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. This is a letter that gives your position on the seat- 
ing of these locals, and your opposition to the seating of the locals. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You review the constitutional provisions which you 
feel make it improper that they be seated; is that right 4 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I read on page 2: 

The question whether the aforesaid six locals were duly chartered by the 
international is a highly debatable one, and is at present the subject of 
a series of charges, complaints, and petitions contemporaneously dispatched 
to our office. It is my contention that the aforesaid six locals were not duly 
chartered, but where chartered in violation of the constitution with a degree 
of haste and chicanery which shock common decency. 

Is that the way you felt at the time? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you still feel that way ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then it goes on: 

Kinar Mohn’s telegram of January 9, 1956, betrays on its face the lack of 
usual, constitutional procedure. 

The Cnamman. Mr. Lacey, apparently, as the evidence shows up 
to now, you did everything you could, in your power, to keep this 
situation straight, and to keep them from violating the constitution 
and engaging in a practice that perpetrated a fraud upon your joint 
council; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. That is right; that is right. 

The Cnatrman. I don’t know what. else the evidence will show, but 
certainly up to now I am convinced that you were doing everything 
in your power to try to prevent the international from participating 
in a conspiracy to do great harm to your council and to its members. 

Mr. Lacey. Sir, regardless of the feelings of some of the members, 
I had no other position to take. Because ‘at the meeting, the general 
meeting, of all the officers, it was a unanimous vote. 

The Cramman. Did you realize at the time that the principal offi- 
cers, or most of the officers, in these phony locals that had organized 
and procured the charters, did you realize at that time that you were 
writing these letters and sending these telegrams, that. they were noth- 
ing but a bunch of hoodlums, racketeers, and criminals? Did you 
know that at the time? 

Mr. Lacey. No; I did not know it. I did not know who they were. 
The papers at that time were full of accusations. As a matter of 
fact, in the application for an injunction, a temporary injunction, my 
attorney put in there gangsters and racketeers. Him and I had quite 
a dispute because if I didn’t know them, how could I accuse them of 
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ibeing gangsters and racketeers? That matter came out in the trial 
for the application for the injunction. 

The CHarrman. Had you known then what you know now, you 
‘would not have protested the use of the word, would you? 

Mr. Lacey. What this committee has done, I believe, has corrected 
a lot of things in the organization, and I appreciate it. 

The Cuarrman. We hope we have. 

Mr. Lacey. I ho e every true union man appreciates it. 

The Cuamman. We hope so, too. Thank you. 

Are there any further questions ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I just want to read one more part of this letter to 
you, Mr. Lacey. 

Einar Mohn’s telegram of January 9, 1956, betrays on its face the lack of 
usual, constitutional procedure. He says: “In order to meet the deadline of 
the merged convention AFL-CIO held recently in New York City, this office 
refused requests from many sections of the country for charters from Federal 
labor unions and other AFL-CIO affiliates, whose people were engaged in some 
industries properly in our jurisdiction. Time would not permit all of these 
applications to be processed under the usual procedure * * * It was agreed 


that, where consolidation of local unions was practical, they would be con- 
solidated.” 


Then you goon tosay: 


In other words, purely for the purposes of the coming election, 42 delegates 
are to be seated despite their meager composition and weak positions under 
“usual procedure.” And, after the election takes place, these locals will be 
consolidated. Then the number of delegates (42) will dwindle to 7 or nothing. 
By that time the locals will have served their purpose in rigging the election. 

That is the way you felt at the time? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Krennepy. Do you still feel that that was the purpose / 

Mr. Lacey. Definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy (reading) : 

A motion to seat the six delegates in question, and to issue them the neces- 
sary certificates to participate in the functions of joint council 16, is not only 
unconstitutional but illegal. It violates elementary standards of fair and honest 
conduct in trade-union procedure. This has been made plain in certain peti- 
tions, charges, and complaints to be filed as originals or as copies with your 
office. 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Do you feel, Mr. Lacey, that the work of this com- 
mittee, and the facts we have developed in the course of these hear- 
ings, has thoroughly vindicated the position that you took then ‘ 

Mr. Lacey. I think so. 

Senator Ives. There are some that accuse us of being antilabor in 
our efforts of what we have been trying to do. Do you think we are 
antilabor? 

Mr. Lacey. No; I don’t. 

Senator Ives. As a longstanding labor leader, I appreciate that, 
coming from you. 

Senator Monopr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Mundt. 

Mr. Lacey. I wanted to answer the Senator. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Lacey. I feel you are doing a good job. 

Senator Ives. Thank you. 
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The Cuamman. Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munpr. It is apparent, from what we have heard so far, 
Mr. Lacey, that, under great pressure, you were trying to protect the 
interest of honest workingmen in these unions. In connection with 
this, | wanted to direct your attention to the transcript of the tele- 
phone conversations which we have, involving a discussion on the 
telephone between Samuel Goldstein and Anthony “Ducks” Corallo 
on January 13, 1956. Do you know Mr. Samuel Goldstein ? 

Mr. Lacey. I know Samuel Goldstein; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Do you know Mr. Anthony “Ducks” Corallo ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You don’t know him ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. But you know Mr. Goldstein ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I will read you part of what this discussion re- 
vealed on the phone. I think you can shed some additional light 
on the missing element. Corallo and Goldstein are talking, and 
Goldstein is reporting to Corallo on the meeting which he attended. 

GOLDSTEIN. There was a big meeting for nominations, and all of a sudden 
there was rebellion in the hall, you know. This crew was hollering; that crew 
was hollering—everybody was hollering. So I went up into the side thing and 
I grabbed a hold of Marty, you know. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. I says, “What are you doing, Marty; this is no good for you; 
it's no good for the other guy; it’s no good for nobody. Why don’t you listen 


to what I got to tell you; it'll take a couple of minutes.” So I start to tell 
him, you know, what’s what, so he says, “What do you mean, I don’t want 
to meet him?’ Who the ———— does he think he is, you know. So I went 


over to Johnny, you know, “O.” And I sat down and I spoke to him real quick 
like for 2 minutes. I said the best thing for you to do is to get together with 
this guy — 1, 2, 3 —this thing is going to go all night; it’s no good for every- 
body. It’s going to hit the papers. 

CoRALLO. Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So he says, “Does the guy want to talk?’ I says, “Sure, he wants 
to talk to you. He’s waiting in the little thing for you.” So the both of them 
went down. Now, I was going to do the talking but Johnny says, “I'll talk 
to him myself.” I says, “O. K.” You know, he’s big enough to handle his 
own problems, you know. 

CorALLO, Yeah. 

GOLDSTEIN. So I walked away. So they cut up for about 45 minutes so the 
joint took a recess. 

{ wonder if we can identify, Mr. Lacey, who this Johnny was who 
did talk to you. 

Mr. Lacey. I didn’t see Goldstein there. ‘The letter itself—the 
transcript speaks for itself. The place was jammed, and the hall 
holds about 1,200 or 1,400. Ordinarily, the tops, eligible voters, are 
about 400. Actually, I think at that time it was 399, plus organizers 
and delegates who are not officials. That would bring it to about an 
additional hundred. At that particualr meeting, there were over 
1,000. Who they were, I don’t know. But there was a hullabaloo, 
I will say. There was such a commotion that I declared a recess, 
and in that telephone conversation there it says three-quarters of an 
hour, but I don’t think it was any more than 15 minutes. 

Brother O’Rourke came up to talk to me to proceed with the meet- 
ing, because it was on the question of accepting the minutes which 


would refer to the so-called local unions. 
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I am a pretty fair psychologist. I felt that if those minutes were 
read, they were going to be adopted, and if they were adopted, those 
local unions were going to be seated. 

So I declared the motion which was to set aside all business and 
immediately go into nominations—that is when the hullabaloo 
started. They questioned my decision on the vote. 

I stood firm on it. Then an appeal was made. On that appeal 
immediately after that appeal, was when the commotion st: ” ted. I 
explained that I was going to rule the same on the appeal as I did on 
the motion. 

If they were going to throw me out of the place, it was O. K. with 
me. 

The only one I spoke to is Johnny O’Rourke. And Johnny 
O’Rourke insisted on the meeting going on, but his argument 
was, of which there was a difference, as to whether we were going to 
have paper ballots or machines. I was never in an election where there 
was machines. I know nothing about them. 

But the opposition felt that I was in close contact with them, that 
I could have them manipulate the machines. 

So if that was going to be the only obstacle, I agreed we will have 
the paper ballots. 

He walked back to the hall and I declared order. In our course 
of discussion, the appeal entered into it. I said, “Get that guy that 
made the appeal to withdraw his appeal and we will go ahead with 
the meeting, and | can't go ahead with the meeting until such time 
as that is cleared up.’ 

So he went back and spoke to McNamara, who made the motion, 
and McNamara, as soon as order was declared stood up and wanted 
to withdraw his appeal from my decision. I asked if the seconder 
of the appeal would withdraw his seconding, and he stood up and 
he withdrew his seconding. 

Then I declared that the motion stood as originally made, which 
prohibit any reading of minutes, but to go into nominations 
immediately. 

At no time had I spoken to Goldstein during that period. There 
was so much excitement in the place. 

I hope, Senator, you are no going to ask me to vouch for wha 
conversation was carried on with Goldstein and some guy I don’ 
know, but it is possible for Goldstein to be building himself up with 
this so-called party that I heard here. It is possible t! hat everybody 
was getting the business. There is no reasons why they shouldn't 
give one another the business. 

Senator Munpr. I think that is a reasonable hypothesis. I am 
pursuing a little further this telephone conversation of the same date. 

Thank you for explaining what happened at this meeting and who 
Johnny was. It means Johnny O’Rourke talking with you, and I have 
that understood. 

Then we go to a little later in the conversation and Goldstein is 
still talking. And he says: 

So, now I’m in the middle with the thing here and this guy has got me in 
the room, Tony, from 6 o’clock till 8 o’clock ; he’s talking his heart out to me and 
he told me that things could have been arranged. He says: “Why didn’t these 
people come,” he says. “I would listen to whatever you had to say,” he says, 
“but I’m not going to take no back seat the way they’re trying to do it. The 
whole- —press got it; everybody gotit. Why should I back away now.” 
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I says: “Marty, what’s the sense in fighting this here thing the way you're 
fighting it now? It’s no good.” 

Goldstein didn’t talk to you in that fashion, I take it? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. He is just telling Corallo—— 

Mr. Lacey. I don’t know anything about it. 

Senator Munpr. In other words, on that particular occasion, when 
you had the meeting with all the hullabaloo, you did talk with Johnny 
O’Rourke, but you did not talk with Sam Goldstein / 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

(At this point Senator Ives withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Senator Munpr. And when Sam Goldstein comes in there and says 
he is getting you and O’Rourke together, he is building himself up 
with Corallo - something? 

Mr. Lacey. I don’t know about that Goldstein. I was primarily 
interested in the argument with O’Rourke. Let me in passing state 
that, immediately after the meeting reconvened, one of the representa- 
tives of the organization got up and asked the question of what deal 
was made back of the curtain. I said, “Let Brother O’Rourke answer 
that question.” 

So Brother O’Rourke answered the delegate that we had an under- 
standing that there was going to be paper ballots instead of machines. 
That is all. 

Then we went on with the meeting. 

Senator Munpr. In another conversation that they had on the 
phone, they implied that they were trying to get you out of that 
office by fair means or foul. If they couldn’t vote you out, they were 
going to try to buy you out. 

Did Sam Goldstein ever try to talk you out of running for re- 
election ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. Sam Goldstein’s local 239 is only a new local 
in our council. 

Who the hell in Sam Goldstein to buy me? If I was distrusting 
them all, why should I trust Sam Goldstein? But at that time, I 
didn’t wed him up with this thing. 

Senator Munpr. That is what we are trying to find out. We are 
trying to find out what transpires, and we appreciate your coming 
here to talk to us. 

Mr. Lacey. The only business relationship I had with him or any- 
body else was in the course of the council meeting when they looked 
or appealed for assistance and I gave them all the assistance I possibly 
could. That was my duty. 

Senator Munpr. At th at time you didn’t even know whether Gold- 
stein was going to vote for you or against you? 

Mr. Lacry. No. 

Senator Munpr. You didn’t know who to mistrust ! 

Mr. Lacey. No. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

Mr. Lacey. I am disappointed in a lot of people. 

Senator Munpr. I don’t blame you. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just on that question, and then I will go back to the 
chronology, Mr. Lacey, what made Mr. O’Rourke speak to Mr. Mc- 
Namara and get him to withdraw his motion ? 
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Mr. Lacey. I told O’Rourke that. I don’t know whether he went 
back, in the confusion that was on there, I don’t know whether he 
spoke to him, but immediately after order was declared, and in action, 
that is the time that McNamara got up and withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me see if I can understand it. 

Mr. McNamara’s motion, if it had carried, would have had the effect 
of allowing a discussion and motions to be made to seat these dele- 
gates; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. No. On an appeal there is only two—— 

Mr. Kennepy. I mean if it had carried. 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That is the effect it would have had? 

Mr. Lacry. That would have loosened it up for a vote on the seating 
of those delegates. 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was rather an important issue for everyone? 

Mr. Lacey. Definitely. 

Mr. Kennepy. Let me read the minutes to you. In talking about 
this motion, it says: 












Brother McNamara, local 808, appealed the decision of the chairman, and 
Brother Holt, local 805, seconded the appeal. 


Then the next statement is: 
The meeting recessed. 
And then: 


Brother O’Rourke, local 282, requested Brother McNamara to withdraw his 
motion. Brother McNamara withdrew his motion and asked if seconder, 
Brother Holt, agreed to his withdrawing the motion, and Brother Holt agreed. 



















Then you went on and it was withdrawn and the business went 
on as usual. What was it that was discussed between you and Mr. 
O’Rourke that made Mr. O’Rourke come back and tell Brother Me- 
Namara to withdraw his motion and Brother McNamara withdrew 
it when it was a matter of such importance ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. I refused to go on with the meeting, because I had 
already stated that appealing fr a my decision, that on an appeal 
I was going to rule the same as I did on the original motion. That 
explanation proved to them that they could appeal as often as they 
pleased but that they weren’t going to move me. 

Mr. Kennepy. So behind the curtain in addition to discussing 
whether you were going to use machines or paper, you also discussed 
your position on this matter / 

Mr. Lacey. I told O’Rourke, “Get that guy to withdraw his ap- 
peal.” He was insisting that we go on w ith the meeting after I said 
I don’t care whether you vote paper ballots or machines or anything 
else. Bear in mind, I have already explained I don’t know anything 
about these machines. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that. This other issue, of course, wa 
of far greater importance as to whether these locals would be se: ied 
or not. 

Mr. Lacry. I was very much afraid that if the motion was on the 
floor for discussion, that they were going to vote, the meeting was 
going to vote. It was no rollcall vote. It was just a yea and nay. 

Mr. Kennepy. So you accomplished a great deal by getting John 
O'Rourke to have McNamara withdraw this? 
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Mr. Lacry. Definitely. 

Senator Munpr. The thing that influenced O’Rourke to agree with 
your position, as I underst: ind it, was that you put it to him cold 
that either he agree to get McNamara to withdraw his motion, or 
you weren't going to c: all the meeting back to order ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. That is right. That is right. I was 
very fearful that I couldn't get away with the original motion—with 
the appeal as I got away w ith the or iginal motion. 

Senator Munpr. In’ other words, Lacey outbluffed O'Rourke at 
that particular conference. 

Mr. Lacey. To say the least-—— 

Senator Munpr. You were the weakest, but you made it look 
strong and he backed down and you went ahead. 

Mr. Lacey. To say the least, the meeting wasn’t a pleasant meeting. 

Senator Munprt. I am sure of that. 

Mr. Lacey. I wouldn't like to go through the same experience again. 
I don’t think that I could physically stand it. 

Senator Munpr. Having heard you talk before our committee, and 
having also seen Mr. O’Rourke, I am easily convinced that you could 
outtalk O'Rourke. I don’t think there would be any difficulty in 
that. 

Mr. Lacey. I don’t think that is a hard thing to do. 

Senator Munpr. I am sure that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then according to this telephone conversation, after 
this agreement was made, getting McNamara to withdraw his mo- 
tion, you met with Sam Goldstein within the following day or within 
the next day or so. 

Did you meet with Sam Goleateen? 

Mr. Lacey. I may have. I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you meet with him early one morning? 

Mr. Lacey. Not according to that time that they got down there. 
Although, let me say this: I am an early riser. I am out every morn- 
ing at 3 o'clock. I open my oflice at 5. At a quarter to 6—there is 
nothing funny about that, if you got to earn a living. 

At a quarter of 6 two of my agents come in who handle the dues 
that come in and assign extra men. We have quite a large extra 
hall. We have an excessive amount of members for the work that 
we have. 

They report every morning. We have an agreement with the em- 
ployers that they won’t hire anybody if they need extra men before 
they call our hall. That is why these men shape up. 

It is possible that I could have met him some morning because at 
the minimum I am there at 5 o’clock. But I don’t remember this 


occasion of meeting him. I could have met him. I am not denying 


that I didn’t meet him. 

Mr. Kennepy. And if you did meet him, you could have discussed 
this subject ? 

Mr. Lacry. The only subject I could have discussed with him, as 

I do with practically 95 percent of the members of the organization, 
is disputes over jur isdiction which is one of the toughest things that 
we have not only in our local union and in the international union, 
but it is in labor organizations generally. It has been since the in- 
ception of organizations. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you meet with Mr. Dio at all during this 
period of time? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any conversations with him! 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. None at all? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know he was interested in the outcome of 
this ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Johnny Dio or Sam Goldstein, not anyone 
else, mentioned the sum of $10,000 to you ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir, at no time. 

Mr. Kennepy. There was no money mentioned to you at all if you 
would withdraw from the race? 

Mr. Lacey. Well, they would get an answer and it would not be 
pleasant. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand, but was there any money mentioned 
at all? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir; never. 

Mr. Kennepy. That you would be paid any sum of money if you 
would withdraw from the race? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Did any of them try to talk you out of running for 
reelection ? 

Mr. Lacry. None of them people; no. 

Senator Munpr. Did O’Rourke? 

Mr. Lacey. I feel confident that I could beat O’Rourke if I run 
again, but I am not physically able to stay on the job and particularly 
not to go through what I have gone through in this last year. 

Senator Munpr. You ran for reelection and you were reelected after 
this controversy ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes. In 1956 there was quite a heated election, and I 
won. 

Senator Munpt. Was O’Rourke your opponent in that election? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. In 1957 did you not run? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir; I declinedtorun. I declined to be a candidate. 

Senator Munpr. Did O’Rourke have any opposition in 1957 ? 

Mr. Lacey. No,sir. Asa matter of fact, I called an executive board 
meeting of the joint council and informed them that I was not physi- 
eally able to run. But I assured them that if any one of them were 
to be a candidate, I would go down the line with them. Nobody 
wanted torun. So I had a lot of support, huh? 

Senator Munpr. I was not here at the concluding session yesterday. 
Are you still in the labor movement in some position ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. As an officer ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Of a local union? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes; I am still secretary-treasurer. I have been sec- 
retary-treasurer of that local since 1950. 
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Senator Munpr. So you retired from the office of the presidency—— 

Mr. Lacry. Let me explain. If you will check up you will find that 
that local was 645, but then we had some difficulties with the inter- 
national union in 1920 regarding the establishment of a mortuary 
benefit, which was pre omised with an increase in dues. 

I was one of the floor leaders in increasing the dues from 15 to 30 
cents per capita and incidentally, recommending the increase of the 
officers 50 to 100 perce nt. I just don’t remember which. 

After the convention, in the following December, when the consti- 
tution was supposedly to be changed, and the mortuary benefit in- 
stalled, we were informed then that it was an inopportune time for 
the simple reason that the international union at that time had only 
in its treasury approximately $650,000. 

If it is interesting to you for me to prove the reasons why we 
wanted the mortuary benefit, it was very hard collecting dues. We 
had to go around the street to meet the individual members. You 
always carried money in your pocket. You were physically jeopar- 
dized for somebody throwing a Mary Ellen around you and taking 
whatever you had. 

We felt that if the individual member was negligent in paying his 
dues, somebody in the family, brothers, sisters, mother, father, would 
make it their business to pay their dues to get that death benefit. So 
it was sort of an inducement. 

We were very much disappointed when we didn’t get it. As a mat- 
ter of fact, we ain’t got it today. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. O’Rourke was elected when? What time in 
1957 was he elected ? 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

Senator Munpr. What time in 1957 was Mr. O’Rourke elected ? 
Did he take office January 1? 

Mr. Lacey. No. My term of office didn’t expire until February 
19, 1957. 

Senator Munpr. So you were president up until February 19 and 
he has been president since ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Have your relations as secretary-treasurer of your 
local union been pleasant with joimt council 16 and Mr. O’Rourke and 
lis officials since that time or have they been unpleasant ? 

Mr. Lacey. Has our what? 

Senator Munpr. Relations. 

Mr. Lacny. Well, we “hello.” We pass the time of day and “how 
are you feeling?’ 

Senator Munpv. There is no controversy remaining since you have 
stepped out ? 

Mr. Lacry. I don’t believe there was ever a controversy until this 
time. We had our internal differences, but that came to a vote in an 
immediate meeting. 

Senator Munpr. There was some controversy, by reason of the fact 
they were trying to put in some phony locals with some phony dele- 
gates to vote you out of office, and you beat them. They did not do it. 

Mr. Lacey. I beat them after I had to prove to court that I beat 
them. If the 49 votes were to be counted, I was licked. There is no 
question about it. I protested those votes, and I protested some 16 
or 19 other votes. On the basis of that protest, they tried to rule me 











4736 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


out, anyway, and wanted to take possession of the office. It neces- 
sitated me going to court. 

Senator Munpr. Right. So I was asking the question whether— 
since upon your voluntary retirement the opposition who tried to 
throw you out fraudulently came into control—whether your relations 
and the relations of your union were now pleasant with these people 
who had tried and failed to throw you out by a fraudulent method. 

Mr. Lacey. I think that the local 1 represent is solidly entrenched 
and respected by all the other local unions, regardless of this election. 

Senator Munpr. All right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Chronologically, we were up—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Munpr. Before we leave that point, Mr. Lacey, how many 
members are there in the union that you represent / 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

Senator Munpr. Before we leave this part, how many members are 
there in the union which you represent now / 

Mr. Lacey. Over 3,000. 

Senator Munpr. 3,000 / 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Is it one of the bigger unions in the joint council? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

(The w itness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lacey. Our local union and its jurisdictional question is not 
on a straight line. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lacey. Senator, it was a question that you asked me what my 
official position in the labor movement now was as compared to the 
time of that election ? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Lacey. I am still president of the Central Trades and Labor 
Council. I am still vice president of the State federation of lobar. 
I am still secretary-treasurer of local 816 and its business manager. 
I am chairman of the merger committee, representing the AFL from 
the central body, with the committee of the CIO which is watining 
for the results of the State action, of which I was one of the com- 
mitteemen, which has adopted it. 

Senator Munpr. Would these offices that you now hold have any 
function in connection with the efforts of the ethical practices com 
mittee to remove from office some of the types of characters who have 
been before our committee taking the fifth amendment / 

Mr. Lacny. Are they in a position / 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Lacey. To remove them / 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Mr. Lacey. Well, I don’t know. Each organization has its own 
established bylaws 

Senator Munpr. What we are trying to find out is the way in 
which the ethical prac tices committee can canbe ite to fulfill its an 
nounced position of removing from office men who hold 1 oounalile 
labor positions and take the fifth amendment. Mr. Meany pointed 
out that at the top level they cannot do it directly. They have to work 
with the local level. My question to you was whether this joint coun 
cil that, you mentioned that you are president of, and the offices that 
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you now hold, whether any of these have anything to do with hearing 
these ethical practices charges and removing those found guilty. 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You do not? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. We are only a subordinate to the CIO-AFL. 
However, I will say that this committee’s work has done more than 
any committee would do in educating the man who pays the freight. 

Senator Munpr. He is the fellow we are interested in, and he is 
the fellow you are interested in. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Kennepy. Coming up to where you had protested to the m- 
ternational the seating of these phony locals, Geiger and four of the 
members of the executive board had appealed to the international to 
force you to seat the delegates of these locals. The locals themselves 
had written letters requesting to be seated. ‘Those letters had been 
all sent out of local 649, which was Johnny Dio’s local, the chief 
local of Johnny Dio. Then came February 1, 1956, and Mr. Beck 
sent you a letter as to what his position was going to be on the 
matter; is that right ? 

Mr. Lacey. I would like to see it. 

The Crainman. The Chair hands you what purports to be the 
original letter of Mr. Beck to the president and officers of joint coun- 
cil of teamsters No. 16, dated February 1, 1956. 

I ask you to examine it and state if you received that letter and if 
you identify it. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrMan. You recognize the letter ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You received it ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. That may be made exhibit 139. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 139” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. In that letter, Mr. Beck ruled that the six locals, 
and he did not include 275—perhaps inadevertently, because that is 
the letter that had come in later on—he ruled that these locals should 
be seated in the New York joint council, did he not? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he also ruled that, as far as their votes, they 
should be cast and put in a separate box and segregated ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that they should only be counted if they would 
affect the election; is that right? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. On February 14, 1956, there was an election held? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you won the election. You received 192 votes 
and John O’Rourke received 181 votes? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. In dispute were these 49 votes which actually turned 
out to be 42 because only 42 of 49 were cast of the so-called phoney 
locals. Each local has seven votes, is that correct ? 

Mr. Lacey That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But the phoney locals, for one reason or another, in- 
stead of casting the 49 votes which they would be allowed to cast, only 
cast 42 votes and these were segregated ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kennepy. You might not have known it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. No, I think there were 49 votes cast. There was one 
bundle that contained the 42, but in view of the lateness of that last 
one, it was particularly challenged and I believe it was put in another 
envelope and sealed. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were only 42 letters of credentials. Cast by 
these 7 locals there were only 42 votes. We opened the envelope. I 
do not think it had ever been opened before. We opened it and there 
were only 42 votes in it. 

We only found 42 letters of credentials. 

Mr. Lacey. When the contestants and the seekers of office met, and 
we could not agree, then we came to the conclusion of appointing two 
from each side. We appointed two. 

This letter was referred to them. They went along with this letter. 
They had a representative by the name of Mr. Therian. These were 
deposited in a vault signed by these 5 with the understanding that 
under no consideration could anybody get them unless the 5 signatures 
were on the application. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, the point is there were 42 wits cast and 
they were segregated. You won the election 192 to 181. In addition 
to these votes that were segregated, the 42, which were the votes age 
the 7 phoney locals, there were 16 other votes that were contested, 
that correct? 

Mr. Lacey. Challenged, that’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Challenged. So it was 192 te 181, 16 contested and 
42 that were contested ? 

Mr. Lacey. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then Mr. Beck appointed Mr. Buddy Graham of the 
international to determine whether these 16 should be counted, is that 
right ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they had a meeting which you felt was on too 
short notice to send down representatives ? 

Mr. Lacey. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Graham had a meeting with representa- 
tives of Mr. John O’Rourke and Mr. Graham ruled at that time that 
these 16 votes should be counted / 

Mr. Lacey. Well, let me give you a picture in between that time. 

The two officers, election officers, that I appointed, could not be 
found. They were out of town. But tlie request for the meeting 
went to their office. Their office sent a telegram requesting a post- 
ponement. Short postponements were granted. 

All of a sudden an order came in, or a telegram came in, that this 
is the time that they are holding the meeting. 
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I understand that one of the commitiee of two that were repre- 
senting me wrote a letter pleading for additional time. That was at 
this meeting that you referred to that they took action. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these people did not have an opportunity to 
come down there and attend the meeting ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these 16 votes, Mr. Graham ruled that they 
should be counted. Among these 16 votes were the votes of local 445 
in Yonkers, Masielo, and Stickels. 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They had been convicted of extortion? As 1 
understand it, they had not been sentenced at that time, had they ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. No. It was a pending sentence. I may be mistaken. 
They may have been sentenced and they were out on appeal at that 
time. 

Mr. Kennepy. I believe that is right. Those were some of the 
votes of the 16 protested. And Mr. Gordon, Abe Gordon, president 
of 805, a good friend of Johnny Dio—— 

Mr. Lacey. He was never seated until he came in witha credential. 
The council had gone on record that he don’t be seated. 

Mr. Kennepy. The reason that they opposed his seating was the 
fact that he owned a trucking company ? 

Mr. Lacey. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, there were 16 altogether that were con- 
tested ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. Challenged. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Graham ruled that they should be seated 
and Mr. Beck wrote a letter ordering that they be seated and the votes 
counted. So that, then, gave the election to Mr. John O'Rourke, be- 
sause all 16 of those votes went to Mr. O’Rourke, is that right? 

Mr. Lacey. According to that letter; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That would give the election to Mr. John O’Rourke 
at 197 to 192? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it was not then necessary to count the 42 votes 
because John O’Rourke had won the election, according to the ruling 
of Dave Beck ? 

Mr. Lacey. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was at that time that you went in to try to get an 
injunction against the activities of the international im this matter? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Against the activities of counting either the 16 
votes or the so-called 42 votes ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the judge gave a preliminary injunction to you? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was on May 12, 1956? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. He said that the 16 votes and the 42 votes were 
invalid ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. Are you referring to the decision of Judge 
Palmieri ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 
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Mr. Lacey. There was another judge that handled the matter, 
Judge Mullen, I think his name was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Anyway, on May 12, 1956? 

Mr. Lacey. That was the decision, that’s right, after the trial or 
the hearing, whatever you call it. 

Mr. Kennepy. It never went any further because subsequently you 
decided to withdraw from running for reelection in the year 1956 for 
the year 1957; is that right ? 

Mr. Lacey. 1957. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you announced your decision in 1956 that you 
would not run again ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that on January 3, 1957 / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Lacey. It was January 1957. The nominations took place in 
January of 1957 for the election. 

Senator Munpr. At that time, Mr. Lacey, when the nominations 
occurred—lI think it was January 3, 1957—was this case still pending 
in court? Had it been finally adjudicated ? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. I think that the decision of the court was in 
my favor and enjoined them from interfering with me and order 
them to pay me the money that they were withholding, my salary that 
they were withholding. 

Senator Munpr. That was a final adjudication ? 

Mr. Lacey. Sir? 

Senator Munpr. You talked about a preliminary decision of the 
judge. I wonder when it was finalized. Let me ask the lawyer if I 
may. 

Will you explain that ? 

Mr. Franxet. May I explain I was not the attorney of record at 
that time nor did I participate in that trial. But I am familiar with 
the record. 

The first injunction that Mr. Lacey is talking about was on a pre- 
liminary application to get a temporary restraining order. A hearin 
was then held for a temporary injunction, and, after an extende 
hearing, that motion was granted and an order entered granting the 
injunction. 

Senator Munpr. That was still a temporary ? 

Mr. FRANKEL. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. Go ahead. 

Mr. Franke. But, although an appeal was filed, it was never 
prosecuted. To all intents and purposes, that injunction remained 
and there was no further proceeding after that. 

Senator Munpr. That, I think, clears it up. So when Mr. Lacey 
made his announcement in 1957 that he was not going to run again, 
there was still an appeal pending which they had never prosecuted ? 

Mr. Franxet. The appeal had been abandoned many months before. 

Senator Munpt. I see. Neither Mr. Lacey nor I are lawyers, so we 
have to talk to lawyers to get the legal terms. 

In other words, there was a certain time in which they were per- 
mitted to activate their appeal and that period of grace had expired 
before January 1, 1957, is that right ? 

Mr. Franxeu. That is right. 
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Senator Munpr. So in 1957 there was nothing they could have done 
to reactivate the appeal ? 

Mr. FrAnxKeEL. No; not without leave of the court. 

Senator Munpr. Not without. what ? 

Mr. FRANKEL. Leave of the court, permission of the court. To all 
intents and purposes, they had abandoned it. Mr. Lacey resumed 
his office. He conducted the affairs of the council from that fall until 
January of 1957. 

Senator Munpr. And had been paid his back salary over that 
period of time? 

Mr. Franke. That is correct. 

The CuHatrMan. As we lawyers term it, they did not perfect their 
appeal. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to point out, Mr. Chairman, that ‘ rite the 
fact that this injunction was in effect on December 3, 1956, Mr. Dave 
Beck sent a telegram ordering the joint council 16 to seat shooas Jocals, 
on December 3, 1956. Is that “correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. I believe so. I contacted my attorney who drafted me 
a letter to answer Mr. Beck, that we were not going to seat them, but 
if he insisted and prosecuted the endeavor in the telegr am, that he was 
in violation of the court order. 

Mr. Kennepy. So once again, just prior to this election that was 
going to be held in 1957, this question of these phoney locals was 

raised again by Mr. Beck? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes. 

The Cuamman. The committee will stand in recess until 2 : 30. 

I am sorry we did not get through with you this morning. We will 
have to ask that you come back at that time if you can. 

(Whereupon, at 1 p. m., the hearing in the above-entitled matter 
was recessed to reconvene na 2:30.) 

(Members present at the taking of the recess: Senators McClellan 
and Mundt.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


(Members present at the start of the afternoon session: Senators 
McClellan and Ives.) 


The CHarrman. The committee will come to order. 


TESTIMONY OF MARTIN T. LACEY, ACCOMPANIED BY HIS COUNSEL, 
MAX H. FRANKEIL—Resumed 


Mr. Kennepy. We were talking this morning about the fact that 
there was a temporary injunction against the seating of these dele- 
gates, the 16 plus the 42, and the counting of their votes, and then 
the fact that on December 3, 1956, a telegram was sent out over the 
name of Dave Beck requesting or ordering that these delegates be 
seated. 

I asked you if you were familiar with that, and you said you 
were. 

The Cuarrman. I wonder if you could identify this copy of a tele- 
gram that has been referred to, which you received from Mr. Beck. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Lacey. Ido. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. You co identify it? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The CuarmrMan. That will be made exhibit No. 140. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit 140,” for reference 
and is as follows:) 

Mr. Kennepy. This is to Martin T. Lacey, president, joint council 
16: 


Locals 269, 258, 275, 284, 295, 362 of the International Brotherhood of Team- 
sters have notified me that, although requested to do so, joint council No. 16 
up to the present time has failed to accept and recognize these local unions as 
affiliates of joint council No. 16 and has failed to recognize, accept and seat in 
joint council 16 their qualified delegates to that council. 

Each of the local unions above mentioned is 2 duly chartered local union 
affiliated with the international brotherheod and each has been such a local 
for approximately a year. The withholding by a joint council of recognition 
within that council to a duly chartered affiliated local union of the international 
brotherhood and the failure of a joint council to recognize or seat qualified 
delegates of that local union is contrary to the constitution of the international 
brotherhood. 

As general president of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters and act- 
ing pursuant to the constitution of the international joint council No. 16 is 
therefore and herewith ordered to forthwith accept and recognize locals 269, 258 
275, 284, 295, 362, and each of them as affiliates of joint council No. 16 and to 
forthwith recognize, accept and seat in joint council No. 16 as delegates thereto, 
qualified delegates of each of the local unions above mentioned. It is further 
ordered that you, as an officer of joint council No. 16 take such steps as may be 
necessary to bring about immediate and full compliance by joint council No. 16 
with the terms of this order. 


Signed, “Dave Beck.” 
(At this point, Senator McNamara entered the hearing room.) 


Mr. Kennepy. So Mr. Beck, or someone in his name, gave instruc- 
tions that these locals should be seated, the delegates from these locals 
should be seated; is that correct? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was despite the fact that at that present time 
there was an injunction from the court that these locals should not be 
seated ? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He ordered you to act contrary to the orders of the 
court ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennzpy. Was it not just about this time or shortly after 
this telegram was received, that you made the decision with these 
various factors against you that it would be better because of these 
matters not to run again for president of joint council 16? 

Mr. Lacey. Will you repeat that, please? 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it not around this time, around December 3, 
4, or 5, around this time that you received this telegram, that you 
made the decision that you would not run for president of joint 
council No. 16? 

Mr. Lacey. Around that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was not some of it based on the fact that you had 
received this telegram and that you felt you were going to go through 
this fight all over again 

Mr. Lacey. I intended to go through the fight, but my illness pre- 
vented me from going into the fight. 
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Mr. Kennepy. It was your illness? 

Mr. Lacey. That definitely settled it, that I wouldn’t run. 

Mr. Krenneby. Did you feel that if you went through with it, you 
could win again ? 

Mr. Lacey. Personally, [ think I could. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now at that time was there some discussions with 
Mr. John O’Rourke, or. Mr. Hoffa, or anyone else, regarding what. 
financial arrangements would be made for you if you retired from the 
council as president ? 

Mr. Lacey. None whatever. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a discussion about a pension fund ¢ 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. From your local was there a discussion of a pension ? 

Mr. Lacey. Not from my local. My local union does not get me a 
pension. I get a pension from the Government. 

Mr. Kennepy. [ understand there was a discussion about a pen- 
sion or some financial arrangement. There was none? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir; I received no salary from my own local union 
from the first day I was paid in joint council 16. When my salary 

ceased, although I held the office in 816, I wasn’t being paid a salary, 
Pat when I went back in, my salary was paid by local 816. 

There were no other arrangements by anybody or suggested by 
anybody that there be a pension. 

Mr. Kennepy. There were no discussions about any financial ar- 
rangements that were being made for you? 

Mr. Lacry. None whatever. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just went from president of joint council 16 
back to your local ? 

Mr. Lacey. As secretary-treasurer, that is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And received a salary from your local? 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there was no discussion about any other finan- 
cial arrangements for you? 

Mr. Lacey. None whatever. 

Mr. Kennepy. You decided to retire at that time because of ill 
health ? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir; and I so advised the board, the executive board 
of the council. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. John O'Rourke was then subsequently 
elected president of joint council 16? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes. 

That was in February of 1957. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. O’Rourke is also running as a vice president 
of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters; is he not? 

Mir. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. At the present time? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes S, Sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is there anyone running against him? 

Mr. Lacey. I believe so. As far as I know, I believe that Mr. 
Hickey is running for the position of vice president in this area. The 
New York area, I mean. 

Mr. Kennepy. You are supporting Mr. O’Rourke, are you? 

Mr. Lacey. I haven’t been committed. My local union hasn’t been 
committed, with the exception of a meeting that was called and my 
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local union committed themselves to support O’Rourke. He has been 
the only candidate put up. 

Mr. Kennepy. So in this election or this contest for vice president 
of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters you will be supporting 
John O’Rourke against Mr. Hickey in that; is that right ? 

Mr. Lacey. Well, my local union went on record. What Iam going 
to do at the actual election, I don’t know as yet. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this contest that you had in the past with 
Mr. O’Rourke on the question of the presidency of joint council 16, the 
contest of 1955 and 1956, Mr. Hickey supported you; did he not? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I wish to ask 1 or 2 questions. 

Do you know who brought the pressure to bear on the international 
and its officers to cause them to take the position they did with regard 
to the issuing of charters to these phony locals, and trying to compel 
you to accept and seat them and count their votes? 

Mr. Lacey. That I don’t know, because since my letter of December 
15, I have never received an answer. The only answer was the:tele- 
gram of January 9, or thereabouts, signed by Brother Mohn. 

The Cuarrman. Obviously, it is so irregular and improper, the posi- 
tion and action taken by the international officers, I do not know if 
there will be proof of it but I am persuaded some pressure was brought 
to bear on them from some source to cause them to do that. 

Mr. Lacey. It could be, without my knowledge, in the face of the 
letter of acknowledgment to our council of June 1954, that we would 
have the right to object to the charters and the international constitu- 
tion would allow the international to reverse us, but we would have to 
have a hearing on it. 

The Cuarrman. [ do not know whether you have any information 
on what pressure was exerted on the international office or not. 

Mr. Lacey. That I wouldn’t know. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions? 

Senator McNamara ? 

Senator McNamara. I would like to ask the witness a couple of 
questions. 

Were you out of the teamsters district council in New York when 
the so-called paper locals were taken in, actually, into the organiza- 
tion, before they had membership? 

Mr. Lacry. Do you mean supposedly taken into the international 
union ? 

Senator McNamara. Yes. 

Mr. Lacry. They have never been taken into joint council 16, not to 
this date. 

Senator McNamara, They have not? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara, When they cast their votes, were they not 
taken in at that time? 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. They were able to vote without ever becoming 
affiliated with district council 16? 

Mr. Lacey. Well, those votes that you refer to, I think, are the 42 
votes. 

Senator McNamara. Yes. 
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Mr. Lacey. No. They were impounded and put in a vault. Ac- 
cording to my belief, they are still impounded. 

Senator McNamara. The votes are one thing, but I was talking 
about whether or not these locals, the so-called paper locals, ever be- 
came affiliated with council 16, 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. They never did? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. As far as you know, they are still not mem- 
bers; is that right? - 

Mr. Lacey. | know they are not members. 

Senator McNamara. ‘Then they are directly affiliated with the in- 
ternational? They do not have any connection with the New York 
district council ? 

Mr. Lacey. According to the communications from the interna- 
tional union; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. That. is the situation as it is now? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. They never became a part / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lacey. There was only 1 local union of the total 7 that has 
been seated in the joint council. 

Senator McNamara. What one is that? 

Mr. Lacey. .295. 

Senator McNamara. 295 did become officially a part of the joint 
council 16? 

Mr. Lacey. Now; yes, sir. 

But that went through the regular routine and its jurisdiction is on 
the charter itself. That is one of our principal objections. 

Senator McNamara. The committee has previous testimony that 
indicated that the paper locals were in some manner filled out with 
membership at a later date. Would you know about that ? 

Mr. Lacey. That I wouldn’t know about. 

Senator McNamara. You did not have anything to do with that? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know that they were truly without 
membership in the early days of their existence? You do not, by 
your own knowledge ’ 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir; nor by the council’s knowledge. 

Senator McNamara. I do not want you to answer anything that 
you do not know. 

Mr. Lacry. No; I do not know. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know Jimmy Hoffa? 

Mr. Lacey. I know Jimmy Hoffa. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know him personally ? 

Mr. Lacry. I have met him quite a few times. 

Senator McNamara. Did he visit you in New York about the af- 
fairs of the teamsters in New York? 

Mr. Lacry. No, sir: 

Senator McNamara. He never consulted with you about that? 

Mr. Lacey.’ No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, that is all. 

The Cuatrman. Is there anything further? 

Mr. Kennedy ? 
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Mr. Kennepy. I just want to make sure that the record was clear. 

Despite this telegram that was sent to joint council 16, those locals 
were not seated ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I might say that,-at the time this 
telegram was sent, on December 3, 1956, it was sent over the name of 

Mr. Dave Beck from W: ashington, D.C. Mr. Dave Beck was out of the 
country, so the telegram could not have been sent by him. 

The Cuatrman. We do not know, then, whether they got in touch 
with Mr. Beck while he was away and the telegram was sent at his 
direction or not? We do not know? 

Mr. Kennepy. We do not know. 

The Cuarman. Is there anything further ¢ 

Mr. Kennepy. I might say, on one other matter, local 295, out of 
the seven phony locals, has been seated ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The other six have not been seated ! 

Mr. Lacey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you and Mr. O’Rourke had this contest during 
this period of time, 1956, and you each had attexneys; is that. correct / 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it decided by the joint council or your board 
that each one of your attorneys would be paid out of union funds? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And each one of your attorneys got paid $24,000 
apiece ? 

Mr. Lacey. Those are approximately the figures they got paid. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, $48,000 of union-member money was used to pay 
your own attorney and that of Mr. O’Rourke ? 

Mr. Lacry. Yes, sir. Those are the amounts, approximately. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was an agreement that you and Mr. O'Rourke 
reached in connection with your attorneys ¢ 

Mr. Lacey. That all transpired through the attorneys and our 
executive board. 

Mr. Kennepy. The attorneys reached that agreement. how much 
they would want to get paid, and then it was ratified by the joint 
council ? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it ratified by the jomit council or by the execu 
tive me rd? 

Mr. Lacey. First by the board and then by the coune?), 

Mr. Kennepy. So it was about $48,000? 

Mr. Lacey. Yes, sir; about that amount. 

The Cuatrman. I do not imagine they had as much argument as 
you and Mr. O’Rourke had in arriving at a fee. 

Mr. Lacey. Much less. 

The Cuarrman. Is there anything further / 

The Chair wishes to thank you very much for your testimony and 
for your frankness, and your effort to be of assistance to this com- 
mittee in carrying out its function and assignment. It has been very 
refreshing to hear a labor leader, occupying a high position, come 
in here from an area like that, that is infested with these racketeers 
and gangsters, to come in here and frankly and freely tell this com- 








BR 
NX 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4747 


mittee the facts within your knowledge. In my book, sir, you are 
a credit to the labor movement. 

Mr. Lacey. Thank you. 

The Cuatrrman. You may be excused. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Vice President Thomas Hickey, International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, and 
McNamara. ) 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn ? 

You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall give before this 
Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS L. HICKEY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
GERARD F. TREANOR 


The Cuairman. Be seated. Mr. Hickey, will you state your name, 
your place of residence, and your business or occupation ? 

Mr. Hickey. My name is Thomas L. Hickey. I am sixth inter- 
national vice president of the teamsters union, and I am secretary- 
treasurer of local 807, truckdrivers, New York. 

The CHairman. Would you give us your address ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I live at 687 East 39th Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have counsel with you? 

Mr. Hickey. I do, sir. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Counsel, will you identify yourself for the 


record, please ? 
Mr. Treanor. Gerard F. Treanor, 25 Louisiana Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 


The CuarrMan. Mr. Kennedy, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hickey, you have been in the teamsters how 
long ? 

Mr. Hickey. I have been a member of the teamsters since January 
of 1919. 

Mr. Kennepy. You came in as a truckdriver at that time? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have been with them ever since? 

Mr. Hickey. I have. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been an officer of your local? 

Mr. Hickey. January 1, 1937. 

Mr. Kennepy. About 20 years, then ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. What office did you have at the beginning in 1937% 

Mr. Hickey. Secretary-treasurer of local 807. 

Mr. Kennepy. Local 807 has how many members ? 

Mr. Hickey. About 11,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that the biggest local in New York? 

Mr. Hickey. It is. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it the biggest local in the country ? 

Mr. Hickey. No; it is not the biggest in the country, but it is the 
largest truckdrivers’ local in New York. 
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Mr. Kennepy. What area do you work? What area do you cover 
in your local ? 

Mr. Hicxry. Metropolitan New York and the five boroughs. 

Mr. Kennepy. All the truckdrivers? 

Mr. Hickey. We don’t have all of them, but we have the vast ma- 
jority of them. Some are involved in other local unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. What? 

Mr. Hicxny. Some are members of other local unions. 

Mr. KenNepy. You are also the sixth international vice president 
of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. When did you become that? 

Mr. Hicxry. September 1951. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that an elective post? 

Mr. Hickey, I was appointed by the late President Tobin, and 
was reelected in the Los Angeles convention in 1952. 

Mr. Kennepy. And are you up for reelection ? 

Mr. Hickey, I come up this next month at the convention. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you have any opposition to that position ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. From what I understand, I have. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that Mr. O’Rourke? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy, That is Mr. O’Rourke, who testified here yesterday 
and invoked the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Hicxry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is your opposition for the sixth vice presidency 
of the teamsters. 

Mr. Hickey. So far as I know. 

Mr. Kennepy. You held this position as president of local 807 in 
1952 and 1953? 

Mr. Hickey. Secretary-treasurer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Secretary-treasurer. 

Were you familiar at that time with the activities of Mr. John 
Dioguardi in New York City? 

Mr. Hickey. I knew very ‘little about his activities except what I 
heard through the grapevine. 

(At this point, Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you familiar with the fact that he was at- 
tempting an organization of the taxicabs? 

Mr. Hicxry. I was on that score. I was well informed there. 

Mr. Kennepy. Could you tell us what you heard about it, and 
whether you had any dealings with him at that time? T am think- 
ing particularly as of the end of 1952 and the beginning of 1953. 

Mr. Hickxry. Well, nobody seemed to pay any attention to taxi- 

cab drivers for a long while, and when I became the general organizer 
in that area I looked into the m: itter, and saw the need for organizing 
the cabdrivers. 

I began stirring up some interest among the cabdrivers. 

It was only a short time afterward when I understood there was 
a local 102 which was headed up by Mr. Dioguardi at that time, that 
he was also organizing cabdrivers. That was my first introduction 
to Mr. Dioguardi. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you attempting to organize them yourself at 
that time? 
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Mr. Hicxry. I was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was also attempting to organize them ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, did you run into, or did your organizations run 
into, one another ? : 

Mr. Hicxry. Not directly on a personal basis, but we used to get 
reports back at the meetings of the activities of local 102, and that is 
how I became—that is how I first picked up the acquaintanceship of 
Mr. Dioguardi. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Dio have a good reputation at that time? 

Mr. Hickey. We never really knew what he had. He professed 
to have a lot of members, but we never really knew. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about his reputation as a labor leader? Were 
you familiar with that at all ? 

Mr. Hickry. Not asa labor leader, no. 

Mr. Kennepy. What steps did you take concerning Dio after you 
heard that he was active in the taxicab field, also? 

Mr. Hicxry. I advised our organizers. We had about 200 volun- 
teer organizers that were working in the taxicab field. I advised 
them to pay no attention to the activities of 102. I said “Don’t get 
into any conflict with them because we got enough trouble on our 
hands getting by these employers.” 

But he never really amounted to any opposition as such in our 
attempts to organize the cab drivers. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was he receiving any support from any teamster 
officials for his drive in opposition to your drive? 

Mr. Hickey. At that time he was not, no. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, did he? 

Mr. Hickey. I feel that afterward he might have got the partial 
support of some of the people, some of the activities we were engaged 
in. They may have had a chance to either support or not a us. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1953, did you attend some meetings that were 
attended, or attend a meeting that was attended, by Mr. Johnny Dio 
and other teamster officials? 

Mr. Hickey. I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that also attended by Mr. James Hoffa? 

Mr. Hickey. It was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that in connection with the taxicab drive? 

Mr. Hickey. That was a meeting which, I think, was attempted to 
solve the jurisdiction of the taxicab drivers, as to whether the team- 
sters would take them over or 102 would get the charter. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that meeting was held at the Hampshire House 
in New York City? 

Mr. Hickey. It was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time, had you understood by that time 
that Mr. Dio was being backed in his efforts by Mr. James Hoffa? 

Mr. Hicxry. Mr. Hoffa at that meeting asked Mr. Beck to give the 
charter to 102. 

Mr. Kennepy. And to Mr. John Dio? 

Mr. Hicxry. Well, Dio represented the local union at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, if the charter was given to local 102, it would 
be a teamster charter that would be granted to Johnny Dio, is that 
right 2 
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Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that is in 1953 at the meeting at the Hampshire 
House ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did Dio talk to the meeting as to what his posi- 
tion had been in the taxicab organizational drive? 

Mr. Hickey. He went on to tell that he had been engaged in this 
business for about a year or so, I believe, and that he had spent some- 
where around $200,000, and they were willing to spend $200,000 more 
if they could get a charter from the teamsters. This was either Dio 
or Doria who said this. 

Mr. Kennepy. Doria was there, also? 

Mr. Hickey. Doria was there; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you express opposition to this? 

Mr. Hickey. I opposed them bitterly. There is no question about 
that. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did you say? 

Mr. Hickey. I told them that the teamsters were well able to take 
care of the taxicab drivers, that they had been the forgotten man of 
the industry, and that we had an organization set up; we had enough 
people working for the teamsters union to take care of their situation 
as it should be taken care of, and that we didn’t need any help or 
advice from the UAW. 

Mr. Kennepy. What did Mr. Hoffa say at this meeting ? 

Mr. Hickey. Mr. Hoffa interceded for Mr. Dio, and indicated that 
the teamsters were in no position to organize them, that our efforts 
would not be as successful as 102’s efforts under Mr. Dio. 

(At this point, Senator Mundt entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did he say Mr. Dio could do it better than the 
teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. Well, he went on to describe a tieup that was in effect 
at the time with one of the transportation companies there that Dio 
had pulled at the time Mr. Hoffa was in New York. It impressed 
Mr. Hoffa no end, the fact that he had this particular barn tied up 
at the time. 

Mr. Kennepy. And what position did you take on that ? 

Mr. Hickey. I took the position that that was just one of the things 
that happened, and it does happen. We do it ourselves. We tie up a 
barn for a couple of days over some grievance that we can’t get 
adjudicated by the management, and then, after a couple of days, we 
put the men back to work. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you feel that Mr. Dio’s efforts had been success- 
ful in the taxicab drive that he was making in New York? 

Mr. Hickey. They had no material—nothing was shown there that 
proved that Mr. Dio had made any headway in organizing the cab- 
drivers. 

Mr. Kennepy. You understood that Mr. Dio and Mr. Hoffa, prior 
7 this ene, were friends, and this was the basis of Mr. Hoffa’s backing 
of Dio? 

Mr. Hickey. They had been friends before that. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was finally decided at that meeting? 

Mr. Hickey. Well, the meeting lasted several hours, and when it 
broke up Mr. Beck was to decide what he was going to do about it. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Were there any other meetings held during that 
period of time? 

Mr. Hickey. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you aware of the meeting that was held down 
in Florida between Hoffa and Dio? 

Mr. Hickey. That must have happened at the board meeting in 
February of that year. 

Mr. Kennepy. Excuse me? 

Mr. Hicxry. That must have happened at the board meeting in 
February. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you aware of that meeting in February ? 

Mr. Hickey. I was at the meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Dio there then? 

Mr. Hickey. Not at the meeting with Dio. I only met Dio once. 
That was at the Hampshire House. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was at the Hampshire House ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you aware that Dio had come down to Florida 
and met with Jimmy Hoffa and Dave Beck at that time ? 

Mr. Hickey. Not until a long time afterward. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you aware of any other meetings that were 
held during this period of time with Hoffa and Dio? 

Mr. Hicxry. No, sir; I was not aware of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that they also met here in Washing- 
ton, D. C.? 

Mr. Hickey. I heard about that the last couple of days. 

Mr. Kennepy. But, prior to that time, you did not know it? 

Mr. Hickey. I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. But, after the meeting at the Hampshire House, 
the decision was left up to Dave Beck; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That 1s correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Will you tell us what happened then; what you 
heard next 4 

Mr. Hickey. About a week or 10 days later, word came to me that 
the charter was to be left with me, and I was to continue to organize 
the cabdrivers in the city of New York. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that, initially, Beck was going 
to grant the charter to Johnny Dio? 

Mr. Hickey. I never knew Mr. Beck’s position on the matter until 
he finally rendered a decision. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were not familiar with that fact; that he was 
going to grant it to Johnny Dio, and that Mr. Meany met with him 
and got him to change his mind ? 

Mr. Hickey. We had raised such a fuss up there that Meany had 
ordered the UAW to get out of the taxicab field, and T believe that 
was what promoted the meeting in the Hampshire House, where the 
matter was solved, where the hearing was held that solved the entire 
matter. 

The Cuairman. Was Mr. Beck present at the Hampshire House 
meeting ? 

Mr. Hickey. He was. 

Mr. Krnnepy. So, following the Hampshire House, Mr. Meany 
rendered a decision that the charter would remain with you, and that 
Mr. Johnny Dio would not receive the charter from the teamsters? 
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Mr. Hickey. Mr. Beck did that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Beck did? 

Mr. Hickxry. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. But there is no question that, at one period of time; 
namely, at the time that you held the meeting at the Hampshire 
House, there were efforts made by James Hoffa to get a teamster 
charter granted to Johnny Dio? 

Mr. Hickey. No question about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently, in 1953 and 1954, did you have any 
dealings with Johnny Dio? 

Mr. Hickey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything about the locals that he had 
operating in New York City? 

Mr. Hickey. What I knew was just hearsay. I had met some of 
the people who said that they were working for him or connected 
through the UAW, the various locals they had chartered. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have any opposition from any of them, any 
of the places that you went into? 

Mr. Hickey. In one case we had some opposition from—I think it 
was local 224. 

Mr. Kennepy. 224? Could you just outline briefly what the prob- 
lem was.as far as 224 is concerned ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. We organize—— 

Mr. Kennepy. That is Mr. Seglin; is that right? 

Mr. Hickey. Seglin; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Seglin is one of those who has 
appeared before the committee and who has taken the fifth amend 
ment. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Hickey. We organized a group known as the Happy Days 
Trucking Co., who done most of their work for the Revlon Cosmetic 
Co. We signed up every one of the drivers, and offered the company 
a contract. The local 224 immediately got into the picture and said 
they represented the men. We petitioned the board for a certifica- 
tion, which is the proper procedure. Finally it was worked out that 
we were under so much opposition from local 224 that it was agreed 
that we would pull out of that job until—they said they had a con 
tract—auntil such time as their contract expired, which was clove 
to a year, and a year later we came back into the ee because of 
the fact that the men were thoroughly disgruntled with 224 and they 
would have nothing to do with them. 

But 224 had some sort of an agreement with the company. It 
finally wound up by we went into court, they got an injunction, and 
Seglin presented me with the injunction. He served the injunction 
on me that was issued to the company by the court, and it finally was 
settled that we would let them take the dues—all they were interested 
in was getting the dues for a certain period—and then we could have 
the job after that. 

A week or two before the time limit expired on the Happy Days 
contract with 224, the company transferred their operations, their 
warehouse operations and their trucking operations over to Jersey, 
somewhere in the neighborhood of Bergen County, and that was the 
last we had to do with that job. 
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I understand the men have been transferred now to local 560 of 
the teamsters in Hoboken. 

Mr. Kennepy. So once again this is an example of local 224 officials 
having made an arrangement with management rather than with the 
employees? 

Mr. Hickey. There was no doubt about that one. 

Mr. Kennupy. You came in and upset it, and the officials of 224 
finally made an agreement with you that they would get the dues 
and you would get the membership subsequently, is that right? 

Mr. Hickxry. That came down in the decision, I think, that was 
worked out by the lawyers. My main interest was getting these men 
in the Teamsters Union and out from the UAW. 

Mr. Kennepy. Under the contract between 224 and the company, 
were there lower wages and less hours than would have been under 
the teamsters 4 

Mr. Hickey. About $25 a week less per week than we get for our 
men for comparable service. 

Phe Cnarran. Is that what you would term a very sweet sweet- 
heart contract ? 

Mr. Hiexry. We called it under the hat. 

The Cnatrmman. Under the hat? 

Mr. Hickey. =r is — 
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Kinnepy. What generally was the reput: ition, going through 
1953 and 1954. of these U AW AFL unions in New York City ? 

Mr. Hickey. Ther was no reputt ition as a general thing. We used 
to meet them as individuals. They would have a strike and ask us 
to suppert them. In most cases we di a go along. 807 wouldn’t go 
along with anything that smells of any illegitimate background. 

Mr. Ken» yy. Did it neue that “is to vou. these locals? 

Mr. Hrexry. In most of the cases they did. In some of the cases 
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Mr. Hirexey. We were always suspicious of anything that the VAW 


locals had anything to do with, due to our experience with them 

















Cennepy. In 1954, Mr. Hickey, there were some negotiations 
that were taking place reearding a contract of certain truckers ? 
Mr. Hrexry. That was our general contract which expnired August 
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| you tell the committee what happened in con- 


Mir. Hickey. We had always areued for an areawide agreement. 
There are about 6 or 7 local unions involved in the city of New York 
who compete with us for the same kind of work, and while the juris- 
diction is plainly ours they have parts of it and they have enough of 
it to be considered a sizable element in the industry. 

We had arranged an areawide committee, consisting of about 9 or 
10 locals. We took in Jersey in this particular setup, too. We had 
agreed on a joint resolution which would represent the wage scale and 
the various contracts for all the local unions. We had been going 
along pre 4 well on that for about 2 months, or 2 months and a h: uf. 
We had the over-the-road fellows working with us, which was local 
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707. We had 560, 641, 617, local 478, local 807, local 445. Those 
constituted the majority of the local unions. 

We hadn’t got too far with the employers, particularly the over- 
‘the-road fellows, who were hollering murder. We wanted a real 
“sizable increase and they were averse to giving it to us. So we got to 
a situation where the international union was advised. We keep them 
-advised of our activities. They sent in a group of vice presidents from 
ithe rest of the country. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the one that took charge then? 

Mr. Hickey. Well, they come in as a group. There was 4 or 5 of 
them from the West Coast, the Middle West, and other parts of the 
country. They sat down with us and tried to find out what was the 
trouble. 

The trouble was very evident. We weren’t getting along. We 
weren’t getting anywhere with them. We hadn’t had even the wage 
increase offered to us; not a dime. We were asking for somewhere in 
the neighborhood of about 50 cents an article plus other articles that 
go into the contract, and they wanted to know what they could do to 
help us along. 

Mr. Beck sent them in there, and that was the reason they came in. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Hoffa one of those who came in? 

Mr. Hickey. Mr. Hoffa was one of those vice presidents, that is 
true. 

Mr. Kennepy. And subsequently, he was the one that headed up 
the negotiations with the truckers ? 

Mr. Hickey. When Mr. Hoffa come in, he assumed, actually, full 
charge of the negotiations. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then what was your position after that? 

Mr. Hickey. I was removed as chairman. I was acting as chair- 
man of the group. Shortly thereafter I was removed as chairman and 
Mr. O’Rourke was substituted for me. 

Mr. Kennepy. And then did you walk out of the negotiations at 
that time? 

Mr. Hickey. The local. Our local walked out. We walked out 
and signed a contract and settled for a quarter, for a quarter an hour. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was Mr. Hoffa trying to settle for at that 
time? 

Mr. Hickey. There was a contract that never was really presented 
which accounted for 18 cents the first year and 7 cents the second 
year. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you subsequently settled for 25 cents yourself? 

Mr. Hickey. We walked out of the meeting and tied up our jobs. 
Within 3 or 4 days we had the majority of them signed up for a 
quarter an hour plus the other details that went along with the 
contract. 

Mr. Kennepy. At these meetings that were taking place, did Mr. 
Dio attend the last one, or one of those that took place? 

Mr. Hicexry. I never saw Mr. Dio at any of those meetings. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did vou understand that he attended one of the 
meetings at the Henry Hudson Hotel ? 

Mr. Hickey. I was told he did. I didn’t see him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you told at that time Mr. Hoffa offered him 
a job publicly in the teamsters union / 
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Mr. Hickey. I believe that item appeared in the newspaper. That 
is the most I know about that. 

Mr. Kennepy. In the New York Times? 

Mr. Hickey. The New York Times, I believe, they covered that. 

The Cuatrman. I hand you what appears to be a emir copy 
of a newspaper article, a New York Times article, of April 12, 1954. 
Lask you to examine it, particularly the last paragraph of the article, 
and see if that refreshes your memory about where you may have 
read of that incident. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hickey. What is the question, sir, in regards to this? 

The Cuarrman. Do you recognize that article? Is that the one 
you read ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit 141. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 141” for ref- 
erence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4910.) 

The Cuarrman. Will you read the last paragraph of it, that part 
that is pertinent ? 

Mr. Kennepy. I think there are a few lines above the last para- 
graph. 

Mr. Hickry. The days’ events came to a curious end with the appearance 
on the second floor of the hotel where the negotiations took place of Mr. Johnny 
Dioguardi, Johnny Dio, convicted garment-industry extortionist, who, until 
recently, had been a power in the United Automobile Workers, AFL. 

Dio warmly greeted Mr. Hoffa, the teamsters vice president from Detroit, 
and asked to speak privately with him for 2 minutes and announced he was 
looking for a job. 

Mr. Hoffa, who appeared to know Dio well, said at that point, “Well, you 
always know where you can get one.” 

That is the end of that. 

The CHarrman. That is the source of your information as to what 
may have occurred ? 

Mr. Hickey. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything of the activities of Mr. Dio 
during this period of 1954-55? 

Mr. Hickey. No, outside of his activities in the cab industry previ- 
ous to that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand during this period that Mr. 
Hoila was a friend of his, a close friend of his? 

Mr. Hickey. It was generally known that he and Hoffa were pretty 
good friends. 

Mr. Kennepy. In 1955 these so-called phony locals received their 
charters. Were you aware at all prior to that time that the letters 
were received by the joint council, that these phony locals were in 
existence ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I had heard that there were going to be some charters 
issued. The reason I got that information is that some people came 
to me and asked me if I knew anything about it. 

[ said, “No,” I hadn’t heard anything about it as yet, but if they 
are to be issued I will hear about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you think that you would not hear about 
them before they were issued ? 
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Mr. Hickey. Well, the regular procedure there was, if you wanted 
to get a charter in the teamsters, you would apply either directly to 
the international union or to the general organizer in the area. 

They hadn’t applied to me. I had no conception of what was going 
on. 

Mr. Kennepvy. So when you heard from Mr. Lacey that these 
charters had been issued or that he had received letters requesting 
that these delegates from these various locals be seated, were you 
surprised ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I was more than surprised. I hadn't heard anything 
about the creation of those local unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. And it had been understood that you would be noti- 
fied prior to the time that the locals would be given charters in 
New York? 

Mr. Hickey. It is the usual procedure to notify the general organ- 
izer in that area 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell the committee how you heard about 
it and what occurred ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I got a telephone call from Lac ey , and Lacey wanted 
to know, “What’s going on here?” He said, “I have a deal with the 
international union that they will notify the council if there is new 

charters to be issued in this area.” He said, “I understand there 
have been six of them chartered and I don’t know anything ¢ bout it.” 

So I told him he knew more about it than I did. I knew less about 
it than he did. I asked him to send me a copy of the letters that he 
had received to seat these local unions in joint council 16. 

That was my introduction to the paper locals. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you find anything out about them at that time 
after the letters came in ? 

Mr. Hickey. No. The only information I got was from Lacey, 
when he would be contacting the international union. He couldn't 
find out too much and I found out less. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know where these people had come from 
that were the applicants on the charters, that were the officers on 
the charters ? 

Mr. Hicxry. We had some reason to believe they came from some 
of the UAW locals, because the numbers corresponded in some cases 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know who made the request that these 
charters be issued? Did you know that that time? 

Mr. Hicxry. No, I did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Have you found out since then ? 

Mr. Hickey. I understand that Mr. Hoffa had okayed those 
charters. 

Mr. Kennepy. That Mr. Hoffa had made the request that 
these charters be issued ? 

Mr. Hickey. He had some discussion with the international union 
on the granting of these charters long before that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you mean before they were issued ? 

Mr. Hickey. Before they were really issued. 

The Cuamman. Do you mean to imply that it is your understand- 
ing that the idea of setting up these bogus locals originated with 
Hoffa? 

Mr. Hickey. That is the way I found things to be later on. Not 
at that time. 
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The Cuatrman. That is what you learned later? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. I want to give you a blank application for a 
charter. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Hickey, I present to you what I am advised 
is an application for charter form which is used in making applica- 
tion for a charter. 

This is just the regular form, I believe. Will you examine it and 
identify it, and if I am correct as to what it is? 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hickey. That is the regular form of application for a charter. 

The Cramman. That is the regular form of application that is 
used to make an application for a charter from the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

THe Ciarrman. Will you look on the reverse side of it and read 
the last paragraph, I believe? 

Mr. Hickry (reading) : 

In cities or towns where there is already established a joint council of this 
international, such council must be given written advice of this charter applica- 
tion. 

The Crairman. That is a part of the application for a charter. 
In other words, in the application itself, it is recognized that where 
there is a joint council, that the joint council will be given notice ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

The CHatrrman. Was that procedure followed in the issuance of 
charters to these six locals / 

Mr. Hicxry. No. sir. 

The Cuarmman. Seven, I believe it is, finally. 

Mr. Hickey. No, sir. 

The Cruairrman. Do you think or do you now believe that the in- 
ternational acted with propriety in issuing those charters without 
following the est ablished procedures ? 

Mr. Hickey. I do not. 

The Cuamrman. Then do you think they entered into—apparently 
they did—a conspiracy with certain interests up there, the applicants 
for these ¢ harters, to issue the charters for the purpose of controlling 
the election in joint council 16? 

Mr. Hickry. Well, that was what the result was, yes, that is 
correct. 

The Cuarrman. That was apparent all the way through after you 
got acquainted with the situation ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. Do you think that is an improper practice for an 
international union to pursue? 

Mr. Hickey. I would say that is an incorrect practice, yes. 

The CuatrmMan. You would say what? 

Mr. Hickey. It is incorrect to do things in that fashion. 

The Cuatrman. In fact, it would be a little bit reprehensible, 
would it not? 

Mr. Hickey. It would. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. 

That may be made exhibit No. 142. 
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(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 142” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there ever any question in your mind after you 
learned about these charters? Was there ever any question in your 
mind that they were charters for the purpose of swinging the elec- 
tion in New York? 

Mr. Hickey. I think that is the principle factor that came out of 
that deal. The election was coming on and everybody knew about 
it. 

These 6 or 7 charters would certainly be a deciding factor. 

The Cuarrman. After the charters were issued, after you knew 
about them, did you ever get information as to who the applicants 
for the various charters were ? 

Mr. Hicktry. We tried to dope that out from the names that were 
listed to be seated in the joint council as delegates, and we could not 
place too many of them. I do not think we placed any of them, just 
as to who they were. 

The Cuatrrman. You did not know at that time, then, as it has later 
developed, that many of them were already ex-convicts and convicted 
of crimes? 

Mr. Hickey. We learned that later. 

The CHarrman. You learned that later. Initially, you did not 
know that ? 

Mr. Hickey. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. You took an active part in 1956 in supporting Mar- 
tin Lacey ? 


Mr. Hickey. I supported him all the way. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was in the election. Now, during this period 
1956 and prior to that in 1955, had Mr. Hoffa been attempting to get 
rid of you in New York City ? 

Was he looked upon as being unfriendly to you? Did you look 
upon him as being unfriendly ¢ 


Mr. Hickey. I might say that the situation was very unfriendly 
between Mr. Hoffa and myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand that he was making some long- 
range plans to try to get rid of you in New York City? 

Mr. Hickey. I believe that was the case. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know that during this period of time he 
was carrying on conversations with Mr. Dio toward trying to get rid 
of you as an influence in New York City ? 

Mr. Hickey. I wouldn’t know about his conversations with Dio re- 
garding myself. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you knew during this period that he was anx- 
ious to get rid of you as an important factor in teamster affairs in 
New York City? 

Mr. Hickey. I would say so. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you expect that in the election that is coming 
up for the presidency, he will oppose you ? 

Mr. Hickey. I believe he will. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that you, right from the beginning in New 
York City, were opposed to Mr. Johnny Dio, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is so. 

Mr. Kennepy. And opposed to bringing him into the teamsters 
union, opposed to having him granted a charter in New York City? 
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Mr. Hickey. I was opposed to issuing charters to anybody of ill 
repute who would bring the international into what is known as dis- 
repute with the general public in the city of New York. 

The Cuamman. Was Dio in ill repute at that time? 

Mr. Hickey. It would seem to be that was the position he held at 
the time, 

The Cuamman. That was the position he held at the time. Are 
you sure that was known to Mr. Hoffa ? 

' Mr. Hickey. Mr. Hoffa could have found it out easily enough. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you do not know how he could 
have escaped notice of it ? 

Mr. Hickey. I doubt that very much. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Hickey, how long did you say you had been 
in the teamsters ? 

Mr. Hickey. As a member? 

Senator Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Hickey. January 1919. 

Senator Kennepy. What did you start off as? 

Mr. Hickry. A truckdriver. 

Senator Kennepy. Then how long before you were an officer of 
the local ? 

Mr. Hickey. I was elected in December, 1936 as secretary-treasurer 
of the local 807. 

Senator Kennepy. And when were you elected president of your 
local ? 

Mr. Hickey. I took office in January 1937. 

Senator Kennepvy. When were you elected international organizer ? 

Mr. Hickey. December 1951. 

Senator Kennepy. And you have not been up for reelection since 
then as international organizer ? 

Mr. Hickry. I came up for election in 1952. 

Senator Kennepy. Then what? 

Mr. Hickey. I was the only one who was contested at the election. 

Senator Kennepy. The 1952 election ? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes. 

Senator Kennepy. Who ran against you then ? 

Mr. Hickey. O’Rourke. 

Senator Kennepy. That was at the national convention ? 

Mr. Hickey. That’s right. 

Senator Kennepy. Did you come up for election again? 

Mr. Hickey. I come up in eiteutien of this year, September of 
1957. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. O’Rourke is running against you? 

Mr. Hickey. I believe he is going to be my opponent. 

Senator Kennepy. In your local union, how often do you come up 
for election ? 

Mr. Hicxry. Every 3 years. 

Senator Kennepy. Were you contested in your own local? 

Mr. Hickey. We always get a contest in our local. 

Senator Kennepy. When did you come up again ? 

Mr. Hickey. This December. 

Senator Kennepy. Has there been any effort made by those op- 
posed to you to support opposition to you in your own local? 
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Mr. Hickey. I believe in the last election in 1954 they went all out 
to get rid of me in local 807 as secretary-treasurer. 

Senator Kennepy. Who are “they”? 

Mr. Hickey. The people with whom we don’t cooperate. I would 
be here all day if I was to tell you who “they” are. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing 
room. ) 

Senator Kennepy. When you say not cooperating, do you mean the 
people within the local or people from outside the local? 

Mr. Hickey. All outside influences. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. O’Rourke and Mr. Hoffa, are they connected 
with it in your opinion ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. Mr. O’Rourke was. I don’t know what part Mr. 
Hoffa played in that election. 

Senator Kennepy. You came up for reelection as international 
organizer in September and reelection as secretary-treasurer of your 
Jocal union in December ? 

Mr. aon. I come up for reelection as secretary-treasurer the 
first week of December in this year, 1957. 

Senator Kuewmir. I want to say Mr. Hickey’s reput ation has 
always been the highest. I think it is men like him wl ho have brought 
the teamsters up and maintained their reputation in the country, 
prior to the present difficulties. 

I think it is with the influence of men like him that the teamsters 
will win back the public support, which I hope they will do in the next 
few months and which I am sure is the ambition of most teamsters 
and, I am sure, is the ambition of Mr. Meany and the leaders of the 
AFL and CIO. 

Mr. Hickey. It has gotten me into a lot of trouble. 

Senator Kennepy. Opposing these groups? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes. 

Senator Kennepy. Well, I think you have performed a ser vice to 
the union and to the public. 

Senator McNamara. I would like to ask the witness a question, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Hickey, you mentioned a tieup in relation to affairs that were 
discussed at the Hampshire House meeting, Dio had a tieup. What 
do you mean by that? A strike? 

Mr. Hickey. He had a branch of the taxicab industry shut down 
at that particular time. 

Senator McNamara. What branch of the taxicab industry? Do you 
remember ? 

Mr. Hickey. I believe it was the National Transportation. 

Senator McNamara. Are they a substantial portion of the taxicab 
industry in New York? 

Mr. Hickey. They are one of the biggest. 

Senator McNamara. What? 

Mr. Hickey. They are one of the biggest. 

Senator McNamara. And he had them completely shut down ? 

Mr. Hickey. No. They may have 8 or 10 branches, and he had 

Senator McNamara. What was—pardon? 

Mr. Hickey. And he had a branch with garages somewhere in New 
York, around 60th Street, shut down at the time over some dispute 
they had with management. 
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Senator McNamara. And it appeared that he had an organization 
of cabdrivers, and that he had control over it ? 

Mr. Hickry. It was to show the company that he represented the 
cabdrivers. 

Senator McNamara. Was that his first activity in organized labor 
as far as you know? 

Mr. Hickey. No. I wouldn’t know, I wouldn’t know too much 
about his background earlier than that. 

Senator McNamara. That is the first you know about him as far 
as labor movement is concerned ? 

Mr. Hicxry. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. You indicated that he had a bad reputation 
generally at that time? 

Mr. Hickey. If you were to read the newspaper, Dio was very 
prominent at the time. 

Senator McNamara. He had been convicted prior to that time for 
something ? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes; he had been convicted for something in the gar- 
ment industry previous to that. 

Senator McNamara. But not connected with organized labor? 

Mr. Hickey. I don’t know what that was all about. 

Senator McNamara. And you do think he might have been con- 
nected with organized labor prior to that time; is that it? 

Mr. Hickey. In some fashion, yes. 

Senator McNamara. The committee has had no indication of that 
up to now. His activities have been in the management end of the 
business up to that time. 

Mr. Hickey. Well, I had read that in the newspaper. That is the 
only information I have on that. 

Senator McNamara. What was the purpose of the meeting at the 
Hampshire House / 

Mr. Hickey. To settle a dispute between the UAW and the IBT 
over who was going to run the cabdrivers. 

Senator McNamara. Who presided at the meeting? 

Mr. Hickey. I don’t think anybody presided. It was just an in- 
formal gathering. 

Senator McNamara. Just a few people there? 

Mr. Hickey. There was about 7 or 8 people. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan entered the hearing room.) 

Senator McNamara. You were representing who at that meeting ? 
your local ? 

Mr. Hickry. I was representing in the main the taxicabdrivers in 
the city of New York. I represented that point of view. 

Senator McNamara. But you were there in official representation 
of some outfit; weren’t you 4 

Mr. Hicxry. Well, 1 am the trustee of the cabdrivers in the city 
of New York, local 826. 

Senator McNamara. Did you have a substantial number of the 
cabdrivers organized at the time of the meeting at the Hampshire 
House ? 

Mr. Hickey. We didn’t have them organized in the fashion that 
we generally accepted as being organized. We had them signed up 
through application cards. We have about 18,000 of them signe<d 
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up now. They represent a sizeable amount of people in the city of 
New York. 

Senator McNamara. But at this time you didn’t have them actually 
under organization to that degree? 

Mr. Hickey. We don’t have them under that agreement yet. 

Senator McNamara. That is a peculiar thing. How do you repre- 
sent them if they are not in your organization ? 

Mr. Hickey. You represent a man as soon as he signs an application 
card saying he becomes a member of local 826 and authorizes vou to 
represent him. 

Senator McNamara. Does he pay dues? 

Mr. Hickey. He pays an initation fee. In this particular case we 
didn’t collect any dues off many of them. We have about five or six 
hundred that continue to pay dues even now, with no contract. 

Senator McNamara. And this was just a small group of people, and 
Dave Beck was there, and Dio, and yourself and Hoffa. They were 
not official representatives of anything, then, apparently? It was a 
loose-knit outtit. How did they get together? 

Mr. Hickey. It was an impromptu meeting. TI think it was called 
by Beck. 

Senator McNamara. Beck invited Dio, in your estimation ? 

Mr. Hickey. Well, I was told to be there. 

Senator McNamara. You were instructed to be there by Beck? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. How did Dio get there? Do you know? 

Mr. Hickey. That I don’t know. I didn’t know who IT was going 
to meet at the meeting myself, until we got there. 

Senator McNamara. It is a very unusual procedure; is it not? 

Mr. Hickey. No; it happens like that. 

Senator McNamara. Impromptu, did you say? 

Mr. Hickey. It was impromptu; yes. 

Senator McNamara. What does that mean, in your estimation ? 

Mr. Hickey. On the spur of the moment. 

Senator McNamara. Did they just happen to meet ? 

Mr. Hickey. No. 

Senator McNamara. Was it arranged? 

Mr. Hickey. It was arranged. 

Senator McNamara. Then it wasn’t impromptu but it was arranged. 

Mr. Hickey. So far as I was concerned, it was impromptu. 

Senator McNamara. You were instructed to be there? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Apparently it was planned and you were in- 
structed to be there by your superior. 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. T don’t um derstand what you mean by it being 

“impromptu.” It was a planned meeting. You were instructed to he 
there by your superior? 

Mr. Hicxry. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. The purpose was to try to do something about 
organizing the taxicab drivers ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. At that time you had very little organization 

in the industry ? 

Mr. Hickey. We were just getting going at that time. 
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Senator McNamara. Just starting? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. You now have them substantially organized? 

Mr. Hickey. We have better than 18,000 members signed up out of 
about 30,000, and right now we are before the board in New York. 
We have been in there since September trying to get the jurisdiction 
between the two boards straightened out so we can go to work. 

Senator McNamara. Is there an employers organization that you 
deal with? 

Mr. Hickey. There is. Several employers organizations. 

Senator McNamara. They don’t have a joint organization that you 
ean deal with all the cab owners in the city of New York? 

Mr. Hickxry. What we are trying to do now is get a citywide elec- 
tion for all the cabdrivers, whether they work for 1, 2, 3, or 4 com- 
panies, no matter who they work for. 

Senator McNamara. You haven’t negotiated with management as 
yet, then? 

Mr. Hickxry. No, we have not. 

Senator McNamara. You don’t have any working agreement? 

Mr. Hickey. We have no working agreement. at ‘the. present time. 

Senator McNamara. You haven't been able to improve the condi- 
tions of the workers very much up to now? 

Mr. Hickey. We took the question up with the Governor, Governor 
Harriman. We took it up with Mayor Wagner, and told him what 
his responsibility was in regards to taxicabs, because with 35,000 taxi- 
cab drivers running around the city of New York, taxicabs play an 
important feature in the transports ution setup. 

We told him we had a meeting in January of 1957 in Manhattan 
Center, and we had about 10,000 people who came to that meeting, and 
they voted strike. W ell, we know better than to pull a strike unless 
we are prepared for it. We talked them out of it and went down to 
see the mayor and the police commissioner and explained to him what 
our position was. We wanted his help, his advice; his help in par- 
ticular. He referred us to the mayor. 

We immediately got in touch with the mayor and he brought the 
police commissioner in and the different functionaries in the ‘city of 
New York, and they advised us to go before the board and hold an 
election, an NLRB or State board election, and become the bargaining 
representative of these drivers, which we have attempted to do since 
last September, and which is held up now because of some fight be- 
tween NLRB and the State board over who has jurisdiction. 

Now it is their jurisdiction; not ours. So we are in a bit of a spot 
right now. 

Senator McNamara. You, however, feel that you are on the verge 
of organizing the cabdrivers ¢ 

Mr. Hicxry. There is no doubt about it. 

Senator McNamara. That is, into a legitimate trade-union organi- 
zation. 

Mr. Hickey. The best union they can get. 

Senator McNamara. Well, you might get an argument on that. 

Mr. Hickey. We think at least it is the best union they can get, 
where they will be able to run their own affairs. 

Senator McNamara. Did Dio’s outfit do any good for the eabdrivers 
at all? Did he get them any improved working conditions or wages? 
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Mr. Hickey. No. The only thing that has happened in New York 
recently is an increase in fare that the employers got. But the drivers 
got little or nothing out of that. 

Senator McNamara. Do you think that was likely through Dio’s 
efforts ? 

Mr. Hicxry. No. The people who are now members of local 826 
of the teamsters opposed the increase in fare without an increase to the 
drivers. 

Senator McNamara. How could you oppose it? You didn’t have 
the organization to deal with it. 

Mr. Hickey. I say the people who are now members of local 826 
of the teamsters were very active in opposing the city fathers from 
granting them an increase. 

Senator McNamara. How could they oppose it? They didn’t have 
any or ganization. 

Mr. Hickey. They opposed it whether they had an organization or 
not. 

Senator McNamara. Individually, I suppose ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. A public hearing. 

Senator McNamara. They appeared before a public hearing held 
by whom ? 

Mr. Hickey. By the mayor. He has control over taxicabs. 

Senator McNamara. Then individual cabdrivers appeared and 
opposed it; is that right? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. You indicate that prior to the Hampshire 
House meeting, in your estimation, Hoffa and Dio were friends. I 
am sure the committee is interested in that. 

How friendly were they? What do you know about their friend- 
ship ? 

Mr. Hickey. I know that they were friends. To what degree, I 
couldn’t very well 

Senator McNamara. Were they visitors to each other’s homes? 

Mr. Hickey. I wouldn’t know anything about that. 

Senator McNamara. What do you mean by saying they were 
friends? You must have something in mind. 

Mr. Hickey. Well, they knew one another. 

Senator McNamara. They were acquaintances ? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes, acquaintances. They knew one another. They 
had met one another. I supposed they talked to each other about 
different matters. 

Senator McNamara. What you are talking about, then, generally, 
is that they were acquaintances rather than friends; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. The prior answer that you gave was that they 
were friends. I wondered how you determined the friendship, 
whether they were buddies or visited back and forth. 

Mr. Hickey. Many people connected with labor might meet people 
at conventions and meetings and things like that, and may strike up 
a speaking acquaintance and see each other from time to time. 

Senator McNamara. We established prior in the conversation be- 
tween you and me that this was in the early days of Dio’s association 
with organized labor ? 

Mr. Hickey. It went back previous to 1953. 
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Senator McNamara. But not much, however ? 

Mr. Hickey. That I wouldn’t know. 

Senator McNamara. You talk about labor conventions. They don’t 
occur every week or something like that. 

Mr. Hickey. Well, every year we have meetings. 

Senator McNamara. I think we have established that you feel now 
you do not know too much about this friendship. You mentioned 
the friendship, but what you meant was that you knew of an ac- 
quaintanceship ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. Why should Hoffa try to get rid of you as an 
international vice president Actually, you were the sixth interna- 
tional vice president ? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. He was the ninth. That indicates that you 
were a national vice president before he became one, does it not ? 

Mr. Hickey. Hoffa became an international vice president at the 
convention in 1952. 

Senator McNamara. And you became one in 1951? 

Mr. Hickey. I became a vice president by appointment of Dan 
Tobin in 1951. 

Senator McNamara. So when you get back to the Dan Tobin days, 
Dan appointed you, so it indicated that you had a close working re- 
lationship with Dan Tobin. 

Mr. Hickey. Very friendly. 

Senator McNamara. Hoffa seemed to have the same relationship, 
did he not ? 

Mr. Hickey. I wouldn’t know what Hoffa’s relationship was with 
Tobin. 

Senator McNamara. If you attended many conventions, with Hoffa 
and Tobin, they seemed to get along, did they not? 

Mr. Hicxry. Well, there was no other reason to believe but what 
Hoffa was friendly, being a fact in the Middle West. 

Senator McNamara. Then why should Hoffa try to get rid of you 
as vice president? Can you make that clear to the committee ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I really don’t know, except that him and I didn’t see 
eye to eye on how things should be done. 

The 1954 areawide committee broke up and I helped to break it up, 
because we didn’t want to take any coniract from anybody that was 
originated in the Middle West and come into New York City and say 
“Here itis. You take this or else.” 

We wouldn’t take it and we walked out. 

Senator McNamara. I think I know what you mean. 

Senator Ives feels that way about people from the Middle West, 
too. It seems to be a feeling of New Yorkers, generally. 

When you leave New York, you are just camping out. 

Mr. Hickry. You are camping out. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. Well, that is kind of a natural reaction. 

There must have been more of a basis than that to the feeling be- 
tween you and Hoffa that he wanted to get rid of you. He would 
not want to get rid of you for that, would he? That is sort of an 
accepted thing by people generally. 
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You do not know of anything beyond that? It was just this feel- 
ing that you did not want to let them so-and-so’s from’ the Midwest 
handle your affairs in the East? 

I am from the Midwest, incidentally. 

Mr. Hicxry. We have a local union and we have people that pay 
dues, to represent them. They have paid us dues for a long while 
and they want us to represent them. 

When they don’t want us in there, they will vote us out. 

Senator McNamara. What is your scale in New York for a truck- 
driver ? 

Mr. Hickey. It runs from $100 a week for a tractor-trailer driver 
down to about $89 for a helper and about $92 a week for a straight 
truckdriver. 

Senator McNamara. How does that compare with the wage scale 
of truckdrivers in the Detroit area? 

Mr. Hicxry. I believe our scale is higher. 

lam talking now about the general trucking. 

Senator McNamara. I am talking about truckdrivers as such. 
You cover the entire field of truckdrivers, do you not ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. We have just the general trucking. 

Senator McNamara. What is the number of the local that covers 
the building trades, the building service ? 

Mr. Hickey. 282 has building supplies. 

Senator McNamara. 282? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes. That is O’Rourke’s local. 

Senator McNamara. And this was Lacey’s local ? 

Mr. Hickey. And then there is Lacey’s local that has part of gen- 
eral trucking, too. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Hickey, as secretary-treasurer of local 
807, that is a paid job, is it not? 

Mr. Hickey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You are not paid a salary / 

Mr. Hickey. I get no money from local 807, no sala 

Senator McNamara. You are an unpaid local official ? "Your main 
job is vice president—— 

Mr. Hickey. No; my main job is organizer for the teamsters. I 
get paid for that job only. I get nothing for being vice president. 

Senator McNamara. You are representing the president of the 
teamsters international in the area? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. What is your relationship with district coun- 
cil No. 16? Are you a delegate, or do you have any official position ? 

Mr. Hicxry. No; I am a delegate to the council by virtue of being 
secretary-treasurer to local 807, 

Senator McNamara. All the officers are automatically delegates? 

Mr. Hicxry. No; the executive officers, the executive board of each 
local union, which is 7 in number, are seated in the council, and have 
a right to participate in the discussion and vote. We have 6 busi- 
ness agents in 807. They are members of the council, but they have 
no right to vote. They can enter the discussion, but they can’t vote. 

Senator McNamara. You are a full delegate and these others are 
sort of partial delegates and have a right to be there without the right 
to vote? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 
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Senator McNamara. And their presence is there because they work 
together or cooperate with each other in the overall job? 

Mr. Hickey. That is about it. 

Senator McNamara. Do you get a salary as vice president of the 
teamsters, or Just expenses ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I get no salary or expenses as vice president of the 
teamsters. 

Senator McNamara. Of the international ? 

Mr. Hicxry. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. This is more or less of an honorary job, too? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. But you are a vice president. Are all inter- 
national organizers vice presidents ? 

Mr. Hickey. No, sir. Only two. 

Senator McNamara. Then you are, incidentally, a vice president, 
and your main job, the paid job, is general organizer ? 

Mr. Hickey. General organizer 

Senator McNamara. How many general organizers do you have in 
New York City? 

Mr. Hickey. In New York City? One. 

Senator McNamara. Just one. Then all of the teamster activities 
come under your jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Hickey. They come under my surveillance, at least. 

Senator McN.maka. And you, actually, are the representative of 
the president of the teamsters union, whoever he is, Dave Beck being 
the president now? 

Mr. Hickey. In New York City; that is right. 

Senator McNamara. What you do, you do through your authority 
that is vested in you from the president? 

Mr. Hicxry. And I am accountable to him. 

Senator McNamara. To him. Then, in every respect, you repre- 
sent him in the area? 

Mr. Hickey. That is true. 

Senator McNamara. And your acts are his acts? 

Mr. Hickry. That is so. 

Senator McNamara. Despite all of this, you did not know about 
the so-called improper locals? I understand the papermakers do 
not want us to callthem paper locals. Let us call them the locals in 
question here. 

Mr. Hickxry. I never discussed that with Mr. Beck at all. 

Senator McNamara. But you are his agent ? 

Mr. Hickey. [ was. 

senator McNamara. And what you did, he did in that area through 
you; is that true? 

Mr. Hickny. Gene rally, yes. 

Senator McNamara. This is a surprising thing. You would think 
that when he took snlee acts, which indicated lack of confidence in 
you,’ he would have reproved you. 

Mr. Hickry. Hec oat have, if he wanted to. 

Se nator McNamara. He had the authority. All he had to say 
was, “you are no longer my representative. You are out.” 

Mr. Hicxny. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. How come he deals around you instead of 
taking you out? 
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Mr. Hickey. My relationship with Mr. Beck at all times has been 
very friendly. While we disagreed on this or that, it never got to the 
point where we had a real falling out. I found him io be always 
decent. I never had any problem with Beck. If I took the position, 
whether he supported me or not, he never called me to task for doing 
what I dene. 

Senator McNamara. How do you account for him dealing around 
you in the issuance of the charter ? 
~ Mr. Hickey. That, I don’t understand. That is one of the un 
fathomed mysteries. 

Senator McNamara. But you protested to him ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. Sure, I did. 

Senator McNamara. I agree with you. I cannot understand. He 
has a man in here representing him. Everything he does, this man 
does, in his name, and then he deals around you and goes to whom? 
Whom did he give the charters tof Some individual / 

Mr. Hickey. He have the charters to the people who applied for 
them. 

Senator McNamara. They applied through you 4 

Mr. Hickey. No. They ‘applied through the international union, 
and the charters were issued in the names of the people who applied 
for the charters. 

Senator McNamara. You were not consulted at all ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. At no he 

Senator McNamara. Were there other charters issued in this same 
manner, besides this group ! 

Mr. Hickey, Not in my time. Not since I have been general 
organizer. 

Senator McNamara. On this chart over here, the yellowish squares 
indicate locals of the United Automobile Workers, AFL, as I under- 
stand it, local 102 was being discussed here this afternoon as one of 
Dio’s locals, as were some of the others. Am I correct in understand- 
ing that these locals all wound up more or less in 649 ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I don’t know what happened to any of the local 
unions, but I am responsible for chartering one local union there, 239. 

Senator McNamara. Which one? 

Mr. Hickey. 239. It is a teamster local. 

Senator McNamara. 239% Idon’t see that. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is not on the chart. 

Mr. Hickey. It is over on this other chart. 

Senator McNamara. I never saw that one before. ‘That is indicated 
asa puppet union. Youclaim you are responsible for that 

Mr. Hickey. That is one of the legitimate teamsters unions at the 
present time. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know what puppet means at this 
time ? 

Mr. Hickey. Well, satellite or whatever you want to call them. 

Senator McNamara. Would this mean that they are in vee 

Mr. Hickey. No. 239 was never in trusteeship. 239—Goldstein 

came to m about 214 years ago and applied to me for a charter. 1 
discussed the: matter with him at length. I said to him, “Do you 
belong to the UAW now?” He said, “Yes, but I don’t cooperate ac 
tively with the UAW. I want to get out of there.” 
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I sensed a feeling that he felt that UAW was crumbling and he 
wanted to get a home. So I checked with some more people who I 
knew knew him, or knew of his activities, and they recommended him 
to me. 

1 wrote out one of those applications, sent one to the international 
and one to the council, and had to fight Mr. Lacey to get him seated 
in the council. 

The only reason I got involved with 239 was the fact that we have 
a local union in the teamsters that has been in there for years, and 
they have the same jurisdiction that 239 has. They weren’t doing 
anything about organizing these mechanics and service stations. 1 

wanted to give this fellow a little « ‘competition, and that was the rea- 
son we selected local 239. 

We had to fight him through the council and it finally was adopted. 

Senator McNamara. You were ine up a dual local to a local 
in your teamster unton to a degree for the purpose of creating com- 
petition and, tl ierefore, organizing the field, is that your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. That is the reason how he got into 
the teamsters. 

Senator McNamara. Getting 
there on the chart that these locals were ae gathered UP as I 
recall the testimony, into 649, and then transfererd into 651 of the 
teamsters. Isthat right? 

Mr. Hickey. | know nothing about the inner workings of the UAW. 

Senator McNamara. Then do you know about a group of people be- 
ing taken in as indie ated | by that red mark going from 649 to 651? 

L might ask the counsel: Does that indicate that they went to that 
local union ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, Senator McNamara, that was one of the locals 
that came out of local 649. I don’t believe Mr. Hickey would have any 
firsthand information on that. 

Senator McNamara. I am concerned about how this group got into 
the teamsters, 651 and if that was done through Mr. Hickey’s 

Mr. Kennepy. No, Senator, these are all of the so-called phony 
locals on the right, and they are the ones that Mr. Hickey said he 
knew nothing about. They are the ones that were chartered through 
the international. You can see down there in the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters they came around Mr. Hickey and around 
the New York Joint Council. Those are the votes that were expected 
to be cast in favor of Mr. O’Rourke against Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. Hickey was the general organizer at the time and was never 
informed of these oe 

Senator McNamara. I understand, but this 649 on the chart that 
you and your staff compiled over here, what does that 649 indicate to 
us’ That it was a gathering point for some of these other charters 
when they finally got t together? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. When the UAW began in New York, it began 
with local 102. Subsequently, Johnny Dio took over the control of 
local 102. Then at the time that they were going to organize the 
taxicabs, local 102 had a charter of just organizing the taxicab drivers, 
and that is the third charter of local 102, March 22, 1952. At the same 
time, they wanted a local of the UAW-AFL operating in New York 
which could organize others than the taxicab drivers. 
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That was the formation of local 649 which was also organized ov 
the same day. 

Local 649 was one of the first locals organized by Johnny Dio. 

From that headquarters, Mr. Dio operated, and the rest of the locals 
were set up subsequently, in 1952, 1953, and, I believe—no, 1952 and 
1953. But local 649 was his main place of operation. He was the 
regional director. He operated out of the headquarters of local 649. 

When the paper locals, or the phony locals, of the teamsters were 
organized in 1955, the headquarters for the organization of those 
unions was the headquarters of local 649. 

The chief officials of 649 came down into the teamster paper locals. 
The stationery that was ordered for these phony locals was sent to 
649. The letters that were written to the joint council and to the 
international headquarters were written out of 649. That is the 
importance of 649. 

But Mr. Hickey would know nothing about local 649, or would have 
no first-hand knowledge of 649, because that was UAW-AFL rather 
than teamsters. 

Senator McNamara. That is why I directed the question to you, 
sir. I understood that. 

Now, what do these red lines mean in series from 649 to 651? 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, 651 was even a more peculiar local than any of 
the others. 651 had the other four locals, 258, 269, 284, and 362, had 
charter members who had come out of Johnny Dio’s locals in New 
York. They had as their officials the officials of Johnny Dio’s locals in 
New York. 651 did not. 651 had as its official a man who worked in 
a liquor store, Nat Gordon. Mr. Nat Gordon is Mr. Abe Gordon’s 
brother. Mr. Abe Gordon is an official of 805, president of 805, and a 
very close associate of Johnny Dio. 

Local 651 was operated directly out of 649, and its operations are 
handled even more directly out of 649 than the other four phony 
locals that came out of the VAW-AFL. 

Senator McNamara. Now that brings us up to the point that I was 
trying to get at. 

Do you know of the existence of local 651 ? 

Mr. Hickey. I have heard of it; yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You as the general organizer representing 
Dave Beck at this point have charge of local 651 to the extent that 
you have charge of local unions generally, do you not ? 

Mr. Hickey. The local union comes under the jurisdiction of joint 
council, principally, as being a member of the joint council, if it is a 
member. 

Senator McNamara. I have been told up to now that this was not 
amember. Only 295 became a member. 

Mr. Hickey. I have never had any connection with 651 whatsoever. 

Senator McNamara. Then you don’t have complete charge of all 
the teamsters in New York City? 

Mr. Hicxry. Not concerning these local unions on the board there 
with the exception of 239. 

Senator McNamara. Do you have something to do with 295? 

Mr. Hickey. 295 has been one of the local unions that has been 
cleared. That has been seated recently in the joint council. 

Senator McNamara. Do you consider that you have something to do 
with that one? 
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Mr. Hickey. As long as it isa member of the teamsters union, I have 
an interest in the local union. That is correct. I have an interest in 
651 or whatever local union becomes a member of the teamsters joint 
council. 

Senator McNamara. You don’t work for the joint council? 

Mr. Hickey. No, sir. 

Senator McNamara. You work for the international ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Then I don’t understand how you get in this 
vategory of not having anything to do with them unless they become 
members of joint council 16. 

You are paid by the international. Therefore, you should be con- 
cerned with all of the local unions. 

Mr. Hickey. I am directly concerned. 

Senator McNamara. And joint council 16 notwithstanding. I don’t 
understand this. You answer my questions in part as if. you were 
representing joint council 16 and you are not. 

Mr. Hickey. I am not. O’Rourke represents them. 

Senator McNamara. Well, regardless of who represents them; you 
don’t. 

Mr. Hickey. I don’t. 

Senator McNamara. I don’t see how you make a distinction between 
local 295, a member of the joint council, and local 651 that is not a 
member of the joint council. They are both teamster locals and I don’t 
see how you make any distinction. I can understand how the joint- 
council people make a distinction. How do you explain that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. 651 does not exist anymore, Senator; 651 was the 
local that went out completely. Of all the locals that were chartered, 
651 does not exist. It disappeared in February 1956. 

Senator McNamara. But up to now this has been the connection, 
this has been the tie-in between the paper locals and the automobile 
workers and the teamsters locals. 

Mr. Kennepy. 651 had a peculiar history of just never really getting 
started and never getting into oper: ation. 651 received its charter, it 
existed for a couple of months, and then it disappeared. 651’s charter 
is no longer in existence. The rest of the charters are in existence, if 
you want to ask any questions about any of the others who are not 
affilis uted with the joint council, there is a problem there. But as far 
as 651 is concerned, 651 just does not exist any more. 

Senator McNamara. You heard the witness say to me a minute ago 
that he knew of 651. 

Mr. Kennepy. He might have known of 651 as one of the phony 
paper locals. 

Mr. Hickey. I might explain that in this way: Any one of the 60 
local unions that we have in New York, if they have anything that is 
bothering them, they can come in and see me on it. 

Senator McNamara. You are not only a general organizer but inter- 
national vice president as well? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. Many of them come in and consult 
me and ask what they should do or what I would do under the same 
circumstances. If I can help them, I give them advice or contact the 
international union. And then if the matter is between another local 
union, it goes into the joint council and becomes a matter of the joint 
council. 
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Senator McNamara. Do you know what became of the charter of 
local 651 of the teamsters ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I don’t think it ever went into operation, from what 
I hear 

Senator McNamara. Is it still bouncing in New York somewhere? 
Is that your responsibility ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. No; it is not. 

Senator McNamara. You are international representative. 

Mr. Hickey. I have never been officially informed that local 651 
even was born. 

Senator McNamara. But an international representative of the 
teamsters union operating in New York City has no concern about a 
charter that has been in there and apparently is running around or 
bouncing around / 

Mr. Hickey, I have an interest in the charter, but I have no way of 
finding out what became of it. Lt might have been returned to the 
international union. I have never inquired. 

Senator McNamara. You are not concerned / 

Mr. Hickry. I am concerned. 

Senator McNamara. Not concerned enough to inquire? 

Mr. Hicxry. Up to now; yes. 

Senator McNamara. You are not concerned enough to inquire ? 

Mr. Hicxry. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. I give up. 

Senator Ives. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Ives. 

Senator Ives. I would like to ask a couple of questions, if he desires 
to answer them in the line of some of the questioning of Senator Mce- 
Namara. I am curious to know whether he is opposed to—in the first 
place, before I get to that, I would like to point out something which I 
think is generally known or recognized by people, and that is that 
Mr. Hoffa contemplates being a ¢ andidate for president of the team- 
sters internationl. In that connection, I am curious to know whether 
Mr. Hickey is opposed to his candidacy for president. 

Mr. Hickey. That is quite a question. 

Senator Ives. I thought it was. If you don’t want to answer it, you 
don’t need to. 

Mr. Hickey. I am also a candidate for the presidency. 

Senator Ives. That is exactly what I was going to ask you, if you 
were. 

Mr. Hickey. I am. 

Senator Ives. You are opposed, then, to Mr. Hoffa / 

Mr. Hickey. Naturally I would be opposed. 

Senator Ives. Thank you very much. We are glad to know that 
‘you are a candiate, too. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munpr. You said, Mr. Hickey, that you had been aware 
of the charter for 239, Sam Goldstein ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. Evidence before this committee indicates that 
later in his career, Mr. Sam Goldstein joined up with your opposition, 
or at least he joined up with O’Rourke in opposition to Mr. Lacey. 
You and Mr. Lacey were friends, as I understood, and represented a 
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similar point of view, while Mr. O'Rourke represented a different 
point of view. 

Did you get any light as to why this man that you had befriended 
to the extent of helping him get started subsequently gave you the 
old double ax? 

Mr. Hickey. I imagine that was preconceived before he came in to 
see me. He just w: anted to get a charter in the teamsters and he used 
me as the only way he could get it. I agree I have been used in that 
fashion. 

Senator Munpr. It is entirely possible. You can’t read a man’s 
mind. But maybe when he came in he had this motive to begin with. 
I didn’t know whether that was it or whether something that hap- 
pened after he got his charter created «a difference between the two of 
you that caused his opposition. 

Mr. Hickey. Nothing happened that I know of. 

Senator Munvr. Looking back now, you think maybe he hood- 
winked you right from the very start ? 

Mr. Hicxry. I guess that is about the best way of putting it, sir. 

Mr. Kennevy. | just want to ask you a few more questions. 

Each local, Mr. Hickey, each local in the election for a presidency of 
a joint council would have seven votes; is that right? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. So your local with 11,000 members and local 651 
who had no members would have ites each, an equal number of 
votes at the election ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. On your oppo: ition to Hoffa and his opposition to 
you, did you look upen his entrance into the negoti: ition In 1954 as an 
attempt to move in on the New Y oie scene as a major factor ? 

Mr. Hickey. That was the beginning of his campaign to take over. 

Mr. Krennepy. So his opposition to you—first, you opposed him in 
his attempt to grant Johnny Dio a teamster charter, is that right, in 
1953? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then when he came in or attempted to take over the 
negotiations in 1954, the trucking negotiations that took place in 1954, 
that is when you were in opposition to him again / 

Mr. Hicxry. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And von feel that that was an attempt by him to 
come in and take over in New York City ? 

Mr. Hickey. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t there an attempt to also—let me go back. 
You have always been opposed to the ILA, as I understand it, the 
racketeering in the ILA ? 

Mr. Hickey. I have been; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn't there an attempt at one time, on his part, to 
make an alliance with the ILA? 

Mr. Hickey. There was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Wasn’t there an attempt also on his part, and sup- 
ported by others, to make a loan of some $490,000 to the ILA ? 

Mr. Hickey. There was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was opposed by you? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes. 
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Mr. Kennepy. You opposed him on the Dio matter, opposed him 
when he tried to take over in New York City in 1954, and opposed 
him when he tried to make this alliance with the ILA ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. I have one other subject. 

On the question of who picked these charters up or made the ar- 
rangements on the charters, you have said that you understand or 
you have learned that Mr. Hoffa was the one that suggested that these 
charters be issued. Do you know who actually was the one who 
picked up the charters or made the arrangements for the charters 
to be delivered ? 

Mr. Hickey. I do not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know Mr. John McNamara / 

Mr. Hickey. I do. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is a teamster official in New York? 

Mr. Hickey. He is president of local 808. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know of his close relationship with Mr. 
James Hoffa ? 

Mr. Hickey. I don’t know of it, but I suspect there is a close rela- 
tionship there. 

Mr. Kennepy. You understand that they are close friends also? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you understand that he is also a very close friend 
of Mr. John O’Rourke ? 

Mr. Hickey. He is. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the question of the friendship of Mr. Dio and 
Mr. Hoffa, without getting into descriptive words, your understanding 
of their friendship is based on not only what you have seen yourself 
but what other people have told you of their relationship, is it not? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. It is generally understood in New York in the labor 
circles that they have been friends, is that right ? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Thank you very much. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munopr. I didn’t know until a few minutes ago that Mr. 
Hickey is a candidate for president of the teamsters international. 

I want to ask you a couple of questions that may go into your cam- 
paign platform, as it were. I don’t want to work an injustice by 
doing this, so if you don’t want to answer any of these because of 
political reasons, don’t answer them. 

Mr. Hickey. I am not that political. Iam a very poor politician. 

Senator Munpr. I think you look like a man whose face is an affi- 
davit, and that helps quite a bit in politics. 

I would like to ask you, because I know the public is concerned in 
this election, though not because it has any particular preference 
between you, Mr. Hoffa, and Mr. Beck, if he decides to become a candi- 
date again, or anybody else, but because it has an understandable 
concern about what is going to happen under the new president of the 
teamsters, one of the great and important unions of the country. 

No. 1:I have heard that part of the campaign platform of Mr. Hoffa 
is to form an alliance, if successful, between the teamsters and the 
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longshoremen, and that in so doing he will have to bring into his 
organization one Harry Bridges, the west. coast longshoreman. 

Is that part of your platform, too? Do you intend hooking up with 
Harry Bridges if you get elected ? 

Mr. Hickey. No such thought. 

Senator Munpr. No such thought. Thank you. 

During the hearings, some members of the committee have con- 
cluded, at least I have concluded, that anything we can do to increase 
the democratic processes by which the man who pays the freight 
has control of the election of his officers, the determination of union 
policies, and the calling on or calling off of a strike would be to the 
good. 

We believe that the American workingman, if he really can exercise 
freely his democratic choices, will clean up most of the things that 
have been of concern to this committee. 

Would you feel that if you were international president, that is 
something you would want to encourage or discourage—the expansion 
of the democratic rights of individual teamsters ? 

Mr. Hickey. Iam a hundred percent in favor of the statement you 
have made. In our lecal union we have elections every 3 years. We 
don’t conduct them ourselves. We have the Honest Ballot Association 
come in and take full charge of those elections from start to finish. We 
have just completed a referendum vote, a mail referendum, where we 
tried to get all our members to vote. 

The unfortunate part about it is you never get more than 50 per- 
cent of them to vote. They just simply don’t want to come out. So we 
tried a referendum vote. All he had to do was mark an X on it. We 
got less returns on that than we did—well, we have always used the 
machines. We have used machines in our local since 1936. 

Senator Munpr. We can’t expect you fellows in the union movement 
to do what Adlai Stevenson and Ike Eisenhower tried to do, and that 
was to get everybody to vote. All you can do is give them a chance. 
You give them a chance to vote in secret? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. And you believe in that ? 

Mr. Hickey. I honestly believe in it. 

Senator Munopr. It follows that if, as, and when the membership 
discovers there is something pretty bad in their union membership, 
then they will take care of it ? 

Mr. Hicxry. They will take care of it. They will vote us out. 

Senator Munpr. The third thing that concerns us is that we have 
found that, in the handling of some of the union funds, there is not a 
very good public accounting, either to the general public or to man- 
age ment, or, especially, to the labor-union members who create that 
fund. I have felt that something should be done either by the unions 
or by Congress to provide for a complete safeguarding of moneys 
collected from the union members, because it becomes part of the tax, 
you might say, a compulsory payment. If they make an agreement 
to belong to a union, they have to pay the freight all the way ‘through. 

Would you agree with me that the union members and their fami- 
lies are entitled to a public accounting of what is done with their 
money ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. I am 100 percent in favor of that. 
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Senator Munpr. This is another one. I recognize that Doria, who 
came before us, a loquacious witness, made a great and impassioned 
plea for having labor work as sort of reform schools to give convicts 
and ex- -criminals second chances. There is some appet al in that. 

However, it seems to me that the primary appeal for a union has 
to be for the union membership and not for some fellow who wants 
to rehabilitate himself. The fellow who wants to rehabilitate himself 
should start a little further down the scale and prove the sincerity of 
his reformation before you place him in charge of a great many mem- 
bers of the union, where, if he continues to be crooked, he works a 
great disadvantage on them. 

Do you have any ideas in that area / 

Mr. Hickey. Well, when we take people into our organization—and 
I mean the teamsters generally—we only take the people who are hired 
originally by the employer. If you employed 10 men, we will take 
those 10 men. We don’t ask them not! ling, except that they are sup- 
posed to be of good moral character. if they fill out our application 
and comply with the requiren vente of the job and ean do it, they are 
eligible for membership. After they have been in the local union for 
2 years, and continue In good sti anding, they are eligible to run for 
office, and that right is protected. 

Senator Munpr. You have a provision that before they can become 
officials, they have to be in the union for at least 2 years? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. In unions of the type that are older 
unions. In newer unions, of course, the time is less. 

Senator Munpr. The difficulty of the instant case seems to arise 
from the fact that these characters = officials at the very time 
they are given the charter. They get a new charter and put them- 
selves in it. How do we safeguard nani that ? 

Mr. Hickey. Well, if I take over a locai union or set up a local 
union, a brandnew one, I appoint the officers. Like in the cab-drivers 
union, I appoint the officers. I can remove them. We have removed 
some of them for their failure to comply with their job. But they 
must run for office at a end of the trusteeship, which might be a 
matter of 1 year, 2 years, or 3 years, regardless of how long the trustee 
stays there. Then I c all for an election. Anyone who wants to gei 
nominated against the present officers can get nominated. We hold 
the election, and then they become the officials of that local union. 
That is standard. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you very much. I think you have a very 
constructive program. 

Mr. Hickey. Thank you. 

Senator Ives. Some of this you would not want to have put into 
law; would you? You would not want to have these provisions put 
into law, would you, that you are talking about ? 

Mr. Hickey. What provisions is that, Senator? 

Senator Ives. About the period of time that they have to belong to 
a union before they could hold office or anything of that kind ? 

Mr. Hickey. No; I wouldn’t want that. We have our own inter 
national rules, and if they are lived up to they are quite all ee 

Senator Ives. I did not think you would want to. I would not want 
to have it myself, and T did not think you people would, either. 

Mr. Hickey. No, I don’t think we would. 
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Senator McNamara. You talk about requirements for membership 
eligibility in your union. Do you require that they are citizens of the 
United States or have indicated their desire ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. That is pretty general in unions; is it not? 

Mr. Hickey. That is right. 

Senator McNamara. May I ask one thing, in this connection : What 
do you think about having put into the law a provision that no one 
with a criminal record will be permitted to hold office in a labor 
organization ? 

Mr. Hickey. Well, that is quite a problem to answer; a question like 
that. 

Senator McNamara. You must have thought about it, Mr. Hickey. 
You are long at this game. You have been at it a great many years. 

Mr. Hicxry. I have. We, in our business, we pick up people who 
have served time in prison, and reformatory schools, and so forth. 
We don’t ask them the question. As long as he conducts himself as 
a decent American citizen, so far as we are concerned, and brings the 
union into no ill repute, we will accept him and we will defend him 
to whatever degree is possible, as long as he don’t bring his nefarious 
ideas into the activities of the local union. 

Senator McNamara. What has been your experience with people 
of that character who-have. been elected to office in your local union. 

Mr. Hiexry. Theyiave not gotten into our local union. 

Senator McNamara. Then, even though you have been open on 
that subject, you have not been electing people of that character to 
your offices; is that right ? 

Mr. Hicxry. Never; in our local union. 


Senator McNamara. I do not mean about you own local. I mean 
generally speaking in your international setup. 
Mr. Hickey. Well, the international oe peerer that if you 


represent a local union and you are a member of it, under the consti- 
tution, for 2 years, you have right to run for office. If you are elected, 
they accept you. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know of anybody in the whole setup 
of the teamsters, anywhere: along the line, with any local teamsters, 
outside of these phony locals we are talking about; do you know of 
suybody that has a criminal record who is holding an official position 
in any of those locals at the present time ? 

Mr. Hickry. That happens from time to time. 

Senator McNamara. You have heard of that ? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes. 

Senator McNamara. How has it worked out? That is what I am 
trying to find out. 

Mr. Hickey. On the whole, it has worked out very well. 

Senator McNamara. We have uncovered several instances where in 
these phonies it has not worked out at all. 

Mr. Hickey. Well, if a fellow wants to work for his local union, 
his time is all taken up. He ain’t got no time for any phony business, 
und his time.is taken up representing the people who pay him a salary. 
If he gets involved in that, he hasn’t got time to get involved in any 
illegal activities. 

Senator McNamara. Of course, these people who are in the phonies 
are in there for illegal activities. That is their purpose in being there. 
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Mr. Hicxry. It is pretty hard to guard against that by legislation. 

Senator McNamara. By law you ‘cannot do it; do you think ? 

Mr. Hickey. You cannot legislate a man to be honest, by law. 

Senator McNamara. No; you cannot legislate honesty ; we know 
that. 

Mr. Hickey. You can’t keep him honest, either. 

Senator McNamara. No. We have discovered that here very 
recently. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kennedy ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Hickey, you said that 295 Has been taken into. 
the joint council. Mr. McNamara is secretary-treasurer of that ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. He is presently under indictment with Johnny Dio- 
in connection with his activities with local 295 for extortion ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. So I understand. 

Mr. Kennepy. How was that local able to get a charter? Not able 
to get a charter; but why was it accepted in “the joint council? 

Mr. Hicxry. Mr. O’Rourke, who is the president of the joint council! 
at the present time, appointed a committee to investigate local 295. 
He was one of the members of the committee: he and another man. 
They investigated local 295, and reported back to the joint council— 
they recommended that 295 be seated. On that basis, 295 was seated 
in the council. It is the only one of that group of local unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who was the other man ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. A fellow by the name of Corrigan. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. O’Rourke was very close to Mr. McNamara; 
is he not ? 

Mr. Hicxry. They have been, so far as I know. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is Mr. Corrigan secretary-treasurer of local 808 ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. He is either president or secretary-treasurer of local 
808. 

Mr. Krennepy. So, of the two people appointed to the committee, one 
was Mr. O’Rourke, very close to Mr. McNamara, and the other was 
the secretary-treasurer or president of Mr. McNafhara’s local. 

Mr. Hickey. That isthe way it worked out. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who appointed the committee ¢ 

Mr. Hickéy. Mr. O’Rourke. 

Mr. Kennepy. He appointed himeelf ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. Well, he is the president of the council. He must have. 
He appoints all committees. 

The Cnarrman. Senator McNamara ‘ 

Senator McNamara. What is the jurisdiction of local 295’ What 
is the nature of the industry ¢ 

Mr. Hicxry. According to their charter, they are connected with 
the airfreight industry. 

Senator McNamara. Truckdrivers generally ¢ 

Mr. Hickey. Truckdrivers, helpers, and warehousemen. 

Senator McNamara. Did you take in the local that was established 
in this group that services refrigeration equipment? Is that part of 
the teamsters union now ? 

There was a local that was brought out here a few days ago in 
testimony that was composed of servicemen in ‘the refrigerator-air- 
conditioning industry. 








yn. 


Ww 


to» 


iO 


le 
5. 
in. 


ed 


ne 


as 


e. 


at 


th 


id 


n 
o 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4779 


Mr. Hicxry. There is no local union as such that I know of. 

Senator McNamara. That must have been the other group, then, 
in the so-called United Automobile Workers. 

Mr. Hickey. That could be. 

Senator McNamara. But you do not take in that type of people? 

Mr. Hickey. We take in the people who service oil burners and 
like that. I imagine we take those in, too, and vending machines. We 
have a mechanical local of that type. 

Senator McNamara. There are other internationals who are operat- 
ing in that same field ? 

Mr. Hickey. There are 3 or 4 others that do the same sort of work. 

Senator McNamara. And plumbers, steamfitters: electrical workers, 
and so forth? 

Mr. Hickey. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. So there is conflict between the international 
unions, actually ? 

Mr. Hickey. There is disagreement there as to who has the right 
to do it. 

Senator McNamara. It has never been ironed out by the AFL 
officials ? 

Mr. Hickey. No; it has not. 

Senator McNamara. I suppose it will have to be done one of these 
days. 

Mr. Hickey. I believe it will. 

The Cuatmrman. I would like to ask you just one question. I did not 
know until you advised us a while ago that you were a candidate for 
the presidency of the Teamsters International Union. 

I can have no personal interest in who is elected or not elected, 
but I do think, in view of testimony that has been developed here in 
the course of these hearings, that the public would have a general 
notion, and that the union members and their families would cer- 
tainly have ‘an interest. 

I simply want to ask you this: If you should be elected, would 
you use all power and authority vested in you under international 
constitutional provisions to clean out this organization and get these 

racketeers and that element out of it? 

Mr. Hickey. I would dedicate myself to that ambition. 

The Cuarrman. Would you retain in the union as head of locals, 
or any other official positions, people who would come before a com- 
mittee of this kind and take the fifth amendment with respect to their 
trusteeship in that organization ? 

Mr. Hicxry. Under the teamsters’ constitution you cannot throw 
anybody out unless you can prefer charges. Charges must be pre- 
ferred at the lower level, at the local union level. 

The Cuarrman. I understand, but you do have an ethical practices 
standard set up now by the AFL-C IO; have you not? 

Mr. Hickey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. The teamsters have not as yet subscribed to that, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. Hickry. We have appeared before the ethical practices com- 
mittee. 

The CrarrmMan. But have you subscribed to or have you adopted 
the same ethical practices standards ? 

Mr. Hickey. No; not as a requirement of the constitution. 
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The Cuarrman. I believe, as I recall, they set forth that they would 
regard it as an unethical practice for a union official to take the fifth 
amendment on his conduct and handling of union affairs, that they 
would so regard it. Would you? 

Mr. Hickey. As a member of the executive board, in Miami last 
February, we voted that anybody coming before any committee had 
the right to take the fifth amendment if ‘he saw fit, and there would 
be no punishment attached to that particular position taken by any 
member, whether he be an executive board member or a general or- 
ganizer, whatever he might be in the teamsters union. 

The CHarrMan, Then, presently, the teamsters international is in 
conflict with, and has not subscribed to, the ethical standards in that 
respect set by the AFL-CIO? 

Mr. Hickey. That’s correct. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I do not know what others think, but I think 
a man who holds a responsible position in a labor organization, who 
is president of a local or president of a joint council or executive sec- 
retary or whatever the official positions are, who handles money, who 
handles the dues of the men and women who work and pay them, and 
who will refuse to give an accounting and who takes a fifth amend- 
ment position when interrogated about his use of those funds, in my 
judgment is not worthy to be a union official and does bri ing discredit 
upon his organization. 

I hope you subscribe to the same view. 

Mr. Hickey. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. Are there any other questions? 

I want to thank you very sincerely, Mr. Hickey, for your testimony. 
It is certainly refreshing to us, after these days of labor hearings, that 
two men high in the teamsters union will come before this committee 
and be helpful as you have been. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Hickey. Thank you very much. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point: Senators 
McClellan, Ives, McNamara, and Mundt.) 

The Cuarrman. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. John McNamara. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. McNamara, do you solemnly swear that the 
evidence you shall give before this Senate select committee shall be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God! 

Mr. McNamara. I do. 







TESTIMONY OF JOHN McNAMARA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
EDWARD S. JOSEPH 


The CuairMan. Be seated. 

State your name, your place of residence, and your business or 
occupation. 

Mr. McNamara. My nameis John McNamara. I reside at 123 Page 
Avenue, Yonkers, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. Did you say what your occupation was? 

Mr. McNamara. No, sir; I did not. 

I decline to answer that question on the grounds that the answer 
inay tend to incriminate me. 
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The CuairmMan. Well, I thought maybe we had gotten through the 
list of those who were going to take that position, but I guess we have 
at least one more. 

Mr. ( a you may state your name for the record. 

Mr. Joseru. My name is Edward S. Joseph. I am admitted to 
practice lakers the bar of the State of New York. My address is 17 
Kast 63d Street, New Y ork City. 

The Cuamman. Mr. McNamara, what position do you hold with 
organized labor? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Crnamman. How long have you been identified with organized 
labor ? 

Mr. McNamara. The same answer on the same ground, sir. 

The Cuatrman. ‘Chat will not be accepted. You will state your 
answer fully each time. 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds that 
my answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. What is there about organized labor, in your opin- 
ion, that might tend to incriminate you if. you admitted that you had 
an association and contact with it? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Are you now an official in any labor union? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Have you been stealing from a labor union? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may fossa to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman, Have you any regard for the working people in 
the union who pay their dues? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may on to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have any concern whatever for their wel- 
fare? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, Mr. McNamara is an extremely im- 
portant witness for the knowledge that he has about the matter that 
we are investigating. 

According to our information, he is a very close associate of Mr. 
Johnny Dio. He also is a very close associate of Mr. James Hoffa. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McNamara, according to the information we 
have, is presently president of local 808 of the teamsters in New York 
City. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 


4782 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


The Cuarrman. Let me ask you a question. Do you honestly be- 
lieve that if you answered that question truthfully, that a truthful 
answer might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir; it might. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McNamara is also, according to our records, 
secretary-treasurer of local 295 of the teamsters, one of the phony 
locals. 

Is that correct, Mr. McNamara ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McNamara, at the present time, is under indict- 
ment for conspiracy and extortion, along with Johnny Dio, for con- 
spiring to obtain $11,500 from an employer in New York City in con- 
nection with his activities in local 295. 

Is that correct, Mr. McNamara? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McNamara’s position as secretary-treasurer of 
local 295 would be important, Mr. Chairman. But it goes far beyond 
that. We consider him one of the key figures in this investigation. 

It was Mr. McNamara, according to the information we have, that 
came down here to Washington and picked up the charters of the 
so-called phony locals. 

Is that correct, Mr. McNamara? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was Mr. McNamara, Mr. Chairman, after Mr. 
Hoffa had requested that these charters be issued, who made the trip 
down from New York to Washington, D. C., and brought a list of 
names that should be put on the applications for these phony charters. 

The Cuatrman. The Chair hands you a typewritten list of names 
on seven different sheets of paper, listing charter members of local 
295, local 355, local 228, local—I am reading the wrong numbers. 

Local 295, local 362, local 651, local 269, local 258, and local 284. 

Present those to the witness. 

The Chair directs you to examine those documents and see if you 
identify them. I believe each one of them bears the signature or 
initial RLG. 

(Documents handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

The Cuarrman. Have you examined those documents? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What are they ? 

Mr. McNamara. J decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Crarrman. The documents will be made exhibit 143—A, B, C, 
D, and so forth. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits 143-A to G, 
inclusive, for reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 
4911-4917.) 

The Cuatrman. Do you think your handling of those documents 
may have tainted them when you first brought them down to the 
international ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 
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The Cuarrman. Or do you think they have been tainted since you 

handled them ¢ 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, as you pointed out, the initials on 
here are RLG, which we understand stand for Robert Graham, who 
works out of the international headquarters. 

The CuatrMan. Let us ask the witness if that 1s correct. 

Do you know RLG? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Who is R. L. Graham ¢ 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you know R. L. Graham ? 

Mr. Grauam. I decline to answer the question on the grounds the 
answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you know Johnny Dio? 

Mr. Grauam. I ies to answer the question on the grounds- 

The Cuamman. Do you know Dave Beck # 

Mr. Grauam. I decline to answer the question on the grounds—— 

The Cuarrman. Do you know Jimmy Hoffa? 

Mr. Granam. I decline to answer the question on the grounds——— 

The Cuamrman. Do you know your lawyer sitting by you? 

Mr. Granam. I—I do. 

The Cuamrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, it was originally intended, and it 
so appears on these sheets, that the local numbers that would be used 
for these teamsters’ phony locals would be the same numbers as had 
existed for the UAW-AFL organizations, that there would be a local 
227 of the UAW-AFL, and there would be a local 227 of the team- 
sters, and that they would be transferred over in that manner. So 
when Mr. McNamara originally arrived here in Washington, he had 
a suggested local number. For instance, the suggested local number 
for 355 would correspond to 355 of the VDAW-AFL. 

But when they searched the teamster records they found that 355 
was already being used, so they gave it the next closest number and 
that is how 355 became 362; 228, originally of the UAW-AFT,, then 
became 275 of the teamsters. 649 of the UAW-AFL became 851 of 
the teamsters. 224 of the UAW-AFL became 269 of the teamsters. 
250 of the UAW-AFL became 259 of the teamsters. 227 of the 
UAW-AFL became 284 of the teamsters. 295, of course, became 
a new local. 

Is that correct as to what happened down here, Mr. McNamara ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. ‘i 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. McNamara, as I said, supplied all the names 
of those who appeared on the charter applications which I hand you 
now, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Cuamman. May I ask counsel if the names on these charter 
applications correspond with the list that this witness, I understand 
presented to the international ? ; 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; they correspond. 
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Mr. Chairman, Mr. McNamara became secretary-treasurer of local 
295 and subsequently wrote a letter to joint council 16 requesting they 
be seated, 7 officers of local 295, so they could vote in the election. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair presents to you a photostatic copy of a 
document entitled “Local Union 295,” dated November 30, 1955. It 
appears to bear the signature of a man named John McNamara. 

Will you examine that document and see if you identify it? 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cuairman. Have you examined that document ? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CuarrMan. Can you read the signature on it ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Do you know John McNamara? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. You said that is your name when you took the 
witness stand under oath. Since then, now you have became 
ashamed of your name? You admitted it when you took the witness 
stand under oath a while ago. 

Is that your name? 

Mr. McNamara. My name is John McNamara; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrmman. I asked you if you knew him. 

You have just answered. I assume you answered under oath. You 
just answered, saying you could not answer the question because to 
answer it might tend to incriminate you. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the 
grounds—— 

The Cuarrman. Whichone? Which question? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McNamara. On the question whether I could identify the sig- 
nature on that letter. 

The Cuatmrman. You identify the name, though ? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. That is your name? 

Mr. McNamara. That ismy name. 

The Cuamman. Now, then, will you be kind enough to tell us it is 
also your signature ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman., I see. 

Proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, on February 6, 1956, Mr. McNamara 
wrote a letter to the joint council. 

The CHarrMan. Just a moment. 

That document may be made exhibit 144. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit 144,” for reference 
and will be found in the appendix on p. 4918.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That was a letter giving the names of the seven 
officials of local 295 that were eligible to vote. 
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Mr. Chairman, subsequently only 5 of those 7 voted. We have 
the five credentials that are contained there in letters dated February 
6. All those letters of credentials were signed by Mr. John Mc- 
Namara. 

The Cuatrman. I hand you a series of 7 documents, photostatic 
copies, 6 of which documents bear your signature, John McNamara, 
as secretary-treasurer. 

The top document which I am handing you, a photostatic copy of, 
is a letter to Martin T. Lacey, February 6, 1956, announcing the 
name of the officers of local 295. 

The second in this sheaf of documents appears to be a photostatic 
copy of an envelope in which they were mailed to teamster joint 
council 16. 

Then the others are statements certifying the names of John Mc- 
Namara, James Costa, Michael Burton, Ernest Hogenbirk, and 'Timo- 
thy Ring as being eligible to vote in joint council elections. 

T ask you to examine all of those documents, each one of them, and 
state if you identify them. 

(Documents handed to witness.) 

Mr. Joserpu. Senator, are these marked exhibits now ? 

The CuarrMan. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Josern. Are these exhibits marked already ? 

The CHamman. Not yet. 

Mr. Josern. I see. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

(At this point, Senator Mundt withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kenney. Can you identify those ? 

The Cuamman. Have you examined those documents? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Do you identify them ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question, sir, on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CHAIRMAN. They bear your signature; do they not? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarrman. Whose name is on them? Is it that same fellow, 
John McNamara, we have been talking about a little? 

(The witness confer red with his counsel.) 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cratrman. You can read the name on it; can you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I got one “yes” answer. 

y 

Is there anything else you can read on them ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
that the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. You said you could read a name on it. Whose 
name do you read on it ? 

Mr. McNamara. A name of John McNamara. 

The Cuamman. And his signature? What are you reading, the 


signature or the printed name? 


(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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(At this point, Senator McNamara withdrew from the hearing 
room.) 

Mr. McNamana. I decline to answer the question on the grounds the 
answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrman. You decline to answer whether you are reading 
writing or reading printing? Is that what you mean to do? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Does it not make you blush a little when you look 
at that and remember the part you took in trying to perpetrate this 
fraud? Or do you blush? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question. 

The Cuamman. Are you not now ashamed of it? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer. 

The Cuarrman. For what reason ? 

Mr. McNamara. On the grounds the answer may tend to incrimi- 
nate me. 

The Cuarran. [ see; all right. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, we have also had the testimony that 
the letters appealing to the international for the setting of these 
various locals that were dictated by Mr. McNamara in the head- 
quarters of local 649, exhibit 103 and exhibit 102, the letters being 
dated January 27, 1956, and Mr. McNamara requested the secretary 
at that time, Mildred Warchauer, to write the letters on two different 
typewriters. 

Ts that correct, Mr. McNamara? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds the 
answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuarmman. You would not imply that little lady would not 
tell us the truth; would you? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CuarrmMan. Does the truth incriminate you, do you think? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The CxHarman. Those documents, the six documents, may be 
made exhibit 145—A, B, C, D, and so forth, the last ones presented to 
the witness. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits 145-A to F, 
inclusive,” for reference and will be found in the appendix on pp. 
4919-49924.) 

Mr. Kennepy. So after Mr. Hoffa requested that these charters be 
granted, you went down and picked them up and brought them back 
up. It was you that supplied the names. 

When there was an appeal made to the international that these 
locals be seated, you went to what were formerly the headquarters for 
Mr. Dio, and dictated the letters, for 269, 362, 275, 651, 258, and 284, 
and then another letter for your own local 295, and you requested 
the secretary to write these on different typewriters. 

Could you tell us if you did all those things, Mr. McNamara? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the ‘question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Kennepy. During this pass of time zoe were in touch not 
put you were also in touch with Mr, 


only with Mr. Jimmy Hoffa, 
Johnny Dio; is that correct? 

Mr. McNaarara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cratrman. Are you afraid of Johnny Dio? 

Mr. McNamara. I I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennrpy. Is it not correct and true that you are very close to 
Mr. Dio, socially and otherwise, and that you are also very close to 
Mr. Jimmy Hoffa, ws and otherwise ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Kennepy. On what grounds? 

Mr. McNamara. On the grounds that the answer may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it not true that Mr. Hoffa was in New York 
during this period of time, for instance, in November, and stayed at 
the Hampshire House? And is it not true that while he was there 
you were in touch with him, and he was in touch with you and with 
Mr. Johnny Dio? Is that not correct? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you discuss the chartering of these phony 
locals at. that time with Mr. Hoffa? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You will not tell us anything about this, Mr. Me- 
Namara ? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds the 
answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You could be of great assistance to the committee. 
You will not tell us anything at all ‘about what you did in connection 
with this? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You knew when you got these charters that none of 
these locals had any members at all? 

Mr. McNamara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Kennepy. How long have you been in the teamsters union? 

Mr. McNaarara. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
the answer may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuamman. Are you married? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The Caamman. Have you any children ? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. How many ? 

Mr. McNamara. Five. 

The CHarrman. Are you an American citizen? 

Mr. McNamara. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What kind? 

Mr. McNamara. United States. 

The Cuamman. Proceed. 
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Mr. Kennepy. We are not getting very far with this witness, Mr. 
Chairman. What he intends to tell us does not seem to add much to 
the committee’s knowledge. 

The CHarrman. Are there any further questions? 

Well, I hope the day will come when unionism will be rid of such 
people as you are. 

Stand aside. 

Call another witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Captain Bradley and Mr. Gleason. 

The Cuarrman. Will you stand and be sworn? 

Do you and each of you solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Braptey. I do. 

Mr. Gurason. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM V. BRADLEY AND THOMAS GLEASON, 
ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, THOMAS W. GLEASON; WILLIAM B. 
MISCHO; AND SEYMOUR WALDMAN 


The Cuatrman. Beginning on my left, will you give your name, 
your place of residence, and occupation ? 

Mr. Guieason. Thomas Gleason, 29 Charles Street, New York City, 
eneral organizer for the International Longshoremen’s Association, 
ndependent. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Will you give your name, please ? 

Mr. Brapiey. William V. Bradley, president of the International 
Longshoremen’s Association, Independent, 174 Pelton Avenue, West 
Brighton, Staten Island. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Gentlemen, do you have counsel with you? 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes. 

Mr. Guirason. Yes. 

Mr. Miscuo. William B. Mischo, 265 West 14th Street, New York. 
I am cocounsel with Mr. Waldman for Captain Bradley. 

Mr. WatpMan. Seymour Waldman, 305 Broadway, New York. 

The CHarrman. You represent both witnesses? 

Mr. Watpman. No. We both represent Captain Bradley. 

Mr. Tuomas W. Gueason. Thomas W. Gleason, 70 Pine Street, rep- 
resenting Mr. Gleason. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Gleason, how long have you been an official of 
your association ? 

Mr. Gueason. I have been an official since 1934. 

Mr. Krennepy. How long have you held your present position ? 

Mr. Guirason. I have held my present position since December of 
1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. Captain Bradley, how long? 

Mr. Brapiry. I have been the president of the local union since 
1935. In 1951 I became vice president of the international. In 1953 
I became president ; in November of 1953. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was that after Mr. Ryan left the organization that 
you became president ? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kennepy. How many members does the ILA Independent 
have ¢ 

Mr. Brapiey. Well, I would say about 65,000. 

Mr. Kennepy. And that operates on the eastern seaboard ? 

Mr. Brapiey. That operates from Halifax, Nova Scotia, to Browns- 
ville, Tex. 

Mr. Kennepy. In February of 1953 did you receive a letter from 
the executive council of the AFL instructing you or telling you that 
the ILA would have to clean itself up, get rid of some of the gang- 
sters, and make its procedures more democratic? Is that right? 

Mr. Braptey. In February of 1953, | believe there was a letter re- 
ceived by the president then; yes. 

The CHaiman. I present to you what purports to be a carbon 
copy of that letter, dated February 3, 1953, addressed to the officers 
and members of the International Longshoremen’s Association. It 
does not appear to be signed, but it bears the title, “President and 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Executive Council, American Federation 
of Labor.” 

Will you examine this copy, Mr. Bradley, please, and see if you 
recognize it as such ¢ 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brapiey. Mr. Chairman, being as I wasn’t president at that 
time, but I remember such a letter being read to the executive council 
of our organization. 

The CuarrmMan. You recall such a letter being read / 

Mr. Bravery. I do; yes. 

The Crairman. I think we got that from the files; did we not? 

Mr. Krennepy. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. It came from the official files of your organization. 
Thank you. 

That may be made exhibit 146. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 146” for 
reference, and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. And that made reference to the fact that a study had 
been made of waterfront conditions by the crime commission and that 
the ILA would have to put its house in order; is that right? 

Mr. Brapiey. Well, we questioned it, but that was the theory of 
the letter; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Get rid of its alleged criminal elements and practice 
more democratic procedures ? 

Mr. Bravery. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. On September 22, 1953, the charter for the ILA 
was revoked by the AFL, is that right, by a vote of 79,079 votes to 
736 votes? 

Mr. Braptey. I believe that 1s correct; yes. 

Mr. Wartpman. In view of the fact that counsel has brought up the 
letter of the AFL to the ILA, to complete the record may the answer 
of the ILA to the AFL to that letter also be made a part of the 
record ? 

The Cuamman. Let us see it. I think it may well be. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did the AFL then grant you a new charter to the 
ILA organization ? 

Mr. Braptey. I believe they did; yes. Onthe IBL. 
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Mr. Kennepy. IBL. And were there trustees appointed to that 
organization ? 

Mr. Braptey. I believe there were. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Dave Beck one of the trustees? 

Mr. Brapiey. That organization; yes. 

The Carman. May T ask you, Mr. Bradley, did you examine this 
and do you identify it as a copy ¢ 

Mr. Braptey. I will identify on the say-so of the attorney. I was 
not president at that time. I would identify it on the attorney’s 
say-so. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. It may be made exhibit 
No. 147. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 147” for 
reference, and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. On September 25, 1953, a charter was issued to the 
IBL-AFL? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time a committee of trustees were ap- 
»ointed, with George Meany as chairman, Dave Beck of the teamsters 
heiee one of the trustees, William Doherty of the letter carriers, Al 
Hayes of the machinists, and Paul Hall of the seafarers; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Braptey. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. The aim of that organization was to combat your 
organization, the ILA? 

Mr. Brantry. I believe it was; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, in December of that same year, was there a 
meeting held between you and certain officials of the teamsters union? 

Mr. Braptey. There was; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was a meeting held on October 21, 1953? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And attending that meeting was Captain Bradley, 
yourself, Packy ¢ ‘onnolly—what was his position ? 

Mr. Braptey. Executive vice president. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Harold Gibbons of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Sam Barron of the teamsters? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Waldman? 

Mr. Braptey. Mr. Louis Waldman and Mr. Seymour Waldman. 

Mr. Kennepy. Representing the ILA? 

Mr. Brapury. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was within the time that the AFL had expelled 
the ILA and had formed a local of its own to handle this matter, 
called the IBL to combat the ILA? 

Mr. Braptey. That is so. 

Mr. Kennepy. This meeting was held at the home of Mr. Waldman? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And another meeting was held on November 2, 1953? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the purpose of that meeting was to attempt to 
bring a closer relationship between the teamsters and the ILA? 

Mr. Brapiey. That is right; yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kunnepy. Was there a discussion at that time about forming a 
marine division of the teamsters which the ILA would come in and 
take over? 

Mr. Brap.iey. I believe there was a discussion later on, but at that 
particular meeting it was explained to us that the purpose of the 
meeting was whether we would be interested in working with the 
teamsters on a plan that would get the ILA back into the American 
Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at that time was it discussed that the way they 
would come back in would be they would come back in as a member 
of the teamsters union and handle the marine division of the 
teamsters ? 

Mr. Braptey. There were discussions, but whether it was at that 
meeting or not, I don’t remember. 

Mr. Kennepy. Those discussions were held either then or subse- 
quently ? 

Mr. Braptey. There were a lot of discussions held and that was one 
of the phases of discussions that were held. 

Mr. Kennepy. As I understand it, word of that meeting got out 
publicly, there was some mention of it in the press; is that right? 

Mr. Braptey. That is right; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And Mr. Harold Gibbons informed you that it would 
be better not to meet any more? 

Mr. Braptey. Well, I don’t know whether he informed us, but we 
met in Mr. Waldman’s home again and with Mr. Barron and Mr. 
Waldman, Louis Waldman and Seymour Waldman, myself, and 
Connolly, and we were informed at that meeting that the report was 
taken back to Mr. Beck and that we would hear further on this ques- 
tion after they consulted with Mr. Beck. 

Mr. Kennepy. You knew at this time that Mr. Beck had been one 
of those that had been appointed trustee of the IBL; is that right? 

Mr. Brapiey. Very much so; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And at the same time he was sending a representa- 
tive to meet with you people? 

Mr. Brapiey. That is so; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was secretly ¢ 

Mr. Brapiey. That was my understanding of the meeting. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Harold Gibbons is an official of the central con- 
ference of teamsters; is that right 4 

Mr. Braptey. I believe he is with the central conference of team- 
sters. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which has as its—— 

Mr. Brabuiey. I am not sure of that. I know he holds an official 
job in some branch of the teamsters. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he mention at that time, at that meeting, the 
position of Mr. Hoffa on this? 

Mr. Brap.ey. I don’t believe Mr. Hoffa’s name was mentioned at 
that meeting. 

Mr. Kennepvy. Subsequently, in 1954, you had a number of elec- 
tions? 

Mr. Brapiey. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And the dispute between your own organization and 
the IBL continued; is that right? 

Mr. Brapiey. That’s right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Did you meet again in 1955, with certain teamster 
officials, or 1954% December 1954 I guess was the next meeting. 

Mr. Braptey. We met on December 3, 1954, in Chicago. I would 
like Mr. Gleason to explain, because I am a little confused on that 

meeting. I was having so many meetings that that meeting I am a 
little confused on—who was there and what went on. 

I would ask you to ask Mr. Gleason that question. 

The Cuairman. We will be glad to. 

Mr. Gleason, you may comment. 

Mr. Gurason. Well, I think that sometime between November 2, 
1953—you will notice there is over a year, there is 13 months’ difference 
there. The reason for that difference was that we did not have our elec- 
tions for certification between the ILA and the IBL, the new organi- 
zation set up by the AFL, until December 23, 1953. 

After that election, after the ILA won that election, there was a 
protest put in before the National Labor Board, and the election was 
disallowed. 

We were not certified. We went into formal hearings again and 
we had another election in May of 1954. By the time the election was 
all over, it took us until August of 1954 before we were certified by 
the National Labor Relations Board. 

From August of 1954 we had to go into negotiations with our 
employers and we were working without a contract from October 
1953 right through until August of 1954, while all the other ports in 
the North Atlantic, from Portland, Maine, to Norfolk, had already 
concluded their agreements and had received raises above what we 
were working for in New York. 

Consequently, we went on a strike in New York, some time in Octo- 
ber or November of 1954, to force the employers to pay us the retro- 
active money and to give us a better contract or to give us what they 
were giving the other ports in the North Atlantic. 

Right after that contact was made with us again through our inter- 
national office for another meeting in Chicago. What date the call 
can.e through or the message came through to meet in Chicago, I don’t 
know. But I believe from the records that we went there on December 
3, 1954, and I believe at that time, if my recollection is correct, that 
we met with Mr. Hoffa, Mr. Brewster, Mr. Gibbons, Mr. Lee, and I 
believe there were 1 or 2 other representatives from the teamsters 
present, plus myself, “Packy” Connolly, Captain Bradley, “Preacher” 
Jones, 1 of our vice presidents from New Orleans, Mr. Idzik, 1 of 
our vice presidents from Baltimore, plus Mr. Donovan, 1 of our vice 
presidents from Boston. 

At that time we discussed sort of an alliance or compact between 
the two organizations to help each other out in organization. 

They set up a code of ethies—I believe, watching your program the 
other day, you made it a part of the record, the alliance we signed; 
I believe you have it there—what the physical setup was supposed 
to be. 

We agreed then, in principle, what it was going to be. We left 
there with the intentions of going back and recommending to our 
members that we work in cooperation with one another. 

Mr. Senator, this was nothing new as far as we were concerned. We 
had what they call the transportation council in the port of New York 
as far back as 1951. The only reason why we did not continue it on is 
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because prior to the Norris-LaGuardia Act, the courts enjoined us from 
cooperating with one another in those years. 

Do you want me to go into other meetings, the subsequent meetings? 

The Cramman. Do you have those exhibits here, the agreements ? 
The witness says they have been placed in the record already. 

Mr. Kunnepy. I don’t think we have quite gotten to when the agree- 
ments 2 ere signed, as yet. 

Mr. Gueason. No, sir. 

Mr. Krennepy. So you had some other meetings ? 

Mr. Gurason. On March 18 our records—and I believe them to be 
correct—on March 18, 1955, we held an executive board meeting in 
the Statler Hotel, among oursely es, the international. 

At that executive board meeting we e xplained what our discussions 
were with the 6 or 7 representatives of the teamsters union, because at 
that particular time there were many of our own people, many of our 
own people, that did not want an alliance with the teamsters because 
they felt after the stand that Mr. Beck had taken or iginally, in sign- 
ing the motion to have us expelled from the American Federation of 
Labor, many of our people did not want to go along with an alliance. 

Mir. Kennepy. You had that meeting, and then didn’t you meet 
during the summer months / 

Mr. Gurason. I did not come to that one yet. 

Mr. Kennepy. I think we can just move it along a little faster. 
We do not have to go through every meeting. 

But you hada meet ing on March 21 and “May 1 8; is that right? 

Mr. Gieason. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And subse quently in August, the 10th and ilth, 
you met at the Palmer House in Chicago? 

Mr. Gueason. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you tell the committee who was present ‘ 

Mr. Gurason. An August 10 and 11 at the Palmer House in Chi- 
cago, the records here show that we had Mr. Brewster, Mr. Lee, Mr. 
Hoifa, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Tom Flynn present representing the 
teamsters. John O’Rourke was there also 

I believe O'Rourke might have been present at one of the other 
meetings, now, but my recollection is not too good on that. But I 
believe O’Rourke was at the original meeting in December with us, 
also. 

We had our own executive council there on August 10, 1955. At 
that particular time, I think we agreed then, that in principle we 
were going to go along with an alliance with the teamsters and work 
out our organizational problems together. 

Another thing you must bear in mind is that this was not alone for 
organizational] problems. There is automation coming in the steam- 
ship vessels. There is new equipment coming along on these docks. 
These “piggybacks” and tankships are coming along. 

Where we have the complete authority now on ‘the waterfront to 
receive and deliver all cargo coming on and off the docks, eventually 
with this new type of mec shanization coming along, the teamsters in 
some inland port that receives our freight, say for some place in Vene- 
zuela, or South America or Europe, ‘will be taking the jurisdiction 
away from our own people. 
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We felt that by sitting down and discussing our common problems 
with the teamsters we would be in a position to stop all of this juris- 
dictional strife. 

That was one of the reasons for it more so than anything else, for 
this alliance. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it during this period that it was also discussed 
about being a part of the marine division of the teamsters ? 

Mr. Gieason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. When was it decided that it would be an alliance 
rather than a marine division of the teamsters / 

Mr. Gurason. The alliance and the marine division, Mr. Counsel, 
would go along hand in hand. If you recollect, Captain Bradley said 
in his original remarks that we were looking to get back into the 
American Federation of Labor and he has taken that stand completely 
every chance he has, that he wants to get back into the house of labor. 

But the American Federation of Labor kind of handcuffed them- 
selves when they issued a new charter. Here they have now, if they 
take us back, dual jurisdiction. On the one hand we have ILA and 
on the other hand the IBL. So the procedure would be to get us back 
into the American Federation of Labor as our minds thought, would 
be with this setup of a marine division under the jurisdiction of 
the IBT. 

Mr. Kennepy. Subsequently you had several other meetings, and 
ultimately at the end of 1955 there were alliances, agreements signed ; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Guieason. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you sign with the southern conference, the east- 
ern conference, and central conference ? 

Mr. Gurason. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. We put in the eastern conference and the southern 
conference yesterday. 

The Cuarrman. I hand you here what purports to be the agreements 
signed with the central conference. Will you gentlemen examine it 
and state if you identify it? 

(Documents were handed to the witness.) 

(The witnesses conferred with their counsel.) 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Thank you. That may be made exhibit No. 148. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 148” for ref- 
erence, and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. That agreement was signed on November 27? 

Mr. Guerason. It was signed November 27, 1955, but it was made 
retroactive to July 18, 1955, for the purpose that that was the last 
time—it was a 4-year compact, and it was to expire on July 18, 1955, 
to conform with our constitution, which called for a convention every 
4 years. 

We had held our convention in 1955, in July, and our next one, at 
that particular time, was July of 1959. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the pact, although signed November 27, 1955, is 
actually dated July 18, 1955? 

Mr. Gurason. Right, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to ask you if this is a picture of your 
signing the agreement. 
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The Cuamman. I hand you here what purports to be a publication, 
Longshoremen News, January 4, 1956. It has a picture on the front 
page of it, and beneath the picture a number of names of those who 
are in the picture. 

I ask you to examine the picture and state if you identify it, and if 
it was made at the time of the signing of this document. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witnesses conferred with their counsel.) 

Mr. Gueason. I think I can safely say it was, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You think it was? 

Mr. Guerason. I think so, sir. 

The Cnarrman. You think that is correct ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. And the names that appear under that picture are 
the people who were present at the time the agreement was signed ? 

Mr. Gurason. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. That may be made exhibit 
149. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 149” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. So the agreement or alliance was signed, and this 
one for the central conference was signed by Mr. Hoffa for the central 
conference. 

During this period of time, was there also discussion and negotia- 
tions by Mr. Hoffa with you people, or by Mr. Hoffa or his repre- 
senatives, regarding a loan of some $490,000 to the ILA? 

Mr. Grieason. Yes, sir. That was one of the stipulations that we 


made, and we insisted upon our debt to Mr. John L. Lewis would be 
paid before we could go and make an agreement with any other 
organization. We felt that in time of need he was there to ~~ us, 


and he supplied the money. We had the brawn on the waterfront 
to keep the organization going, but he supplied the money. 

We felt that before we should make an alliance with any other 
organization, that first, honorably, we should take care of our debts. 

We made that a part of the agreement, that Mr. John L. Lewis, not 
alone himself, but I believe there were some other bills in there that 
had to be paid, also, that we had agreed upon to pay. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they amounted to about $490,000; is that right ? 

Mr. Girason. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Chairman, I hand you a copy of at least the 
tentative agreement, showing how the money was going to be spent. 

The CuatrmMan. The Chair hands you this document dated the 
[blank] day of December 1955. I think it was actually signed Decem- 
ber 21, 1955. It appears to be signed by representatives of the Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s Association, Independent. 

Attached to it appears to be a list of accounts. It says, “Bills 
rendered to the ILA, Independent, the amounts of which are in dis- 
pute,” totaling $197,891.81. 

I will ask you to examine this document, gentlemen, and see if you 
identify it. 

(A document was handed to the witnesses. ) 

(Witnesses conferred with their counsel. ) 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes, sir; it is. 
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The Cuatrrman. Thank you very much. That may be made exhibit 
150. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 150” for refer- 
ence, and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Hoffa requested, in the early part of 1956, 
to come to address a meeting of the executive board of the ILA? 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes, sir. The record is here. We held a meeting 
from February 27 to March 1 in the Governor Clinton Hotel in New 
York. At that particular meeting, we had all the presidents of all of 
our local unions throughout the entire international. We wanted to 
familiarize them with a set of rules, of procedure, rules of order they 
should follow, bookkeeping setups, and at that particular meeting, I 
think it was the last day, we had invited Hoffa to come there and 
address our meeting, which he did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Negotiations continued for the $490,000, and Mr, 
Hoifa stated to you or to your group at that meeting that this money 
would be forthcoming to the ILA; did he not? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. But prior to his 

Mr. Braptey. May I butt in there on that ? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Branoiey. I think that with the money, I think that Mr. Mohn 
handled, with Mr. Mattie Albert Woll, and Mr. Waldman, Sr., I 
think that they worked it out more than Mr. Hoffa did. I think it was 
Mr. Mohn who was doing most of that work. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on March 6 was there a letter written to Mr, 
James Hoffa, in 1956, from Mr. Waldman, on your behalf? 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. I hand you a copy of the letter and ask you if you 
recognize it. It is either a copy or the original. I am not certain. 

Mr. Braptey. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, in reference to the 
loan and the agreement on the loan, it was worked out between our 
attorney and their attorney, and any correspondence was done between 
the lawyers of the teamsters and the conference and our lawyers. 
They have all the correspondence. 

The Cuamman. You were kept advised, of course, of that cor- 
respondence. 

Mr. Braptey. Yes,sir. Yes, Mr. Chairman, that letter is right. 

The Cuamrman. That letter may be made exhibit 151. 

Mr. Kennepy. About this period of time, as I understand it, Mr. 
George Meany became aware of these discussions and meetings that 
were taking place ? 

Mr. Brapiry. There was such a rumor. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he raised a question about whether the teamsters 
should make this loan to the ILA ¢ 

Mr. Bravery. He did. 

Mr. Kennepy. That brought about a postponement in the date that 
the loan was to be made; is that right? 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes, sir; it did. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 151” and 
follows.) 

Mr. Kennepy. And that was the purpose of this letter to Mr. Hoffa 
on March 6, 1956, which reads: 
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DEAR Mr. Horra: As you can imagine, the officers of the ILA were disappointed 
to hear yesterday that the delivery of the money to the certified list of ILA 
creditors, in accordance with the ILA’s loan agreement with the three teamster 
conferences, was postponed from tomorrow, March 7, to an unspecified ad- 
journed date. 

We know that you must have been just as disappointed as our client at this 
postponement. We were ali glad to hear of your statement today to Teddy 
Gleason that the loan would go through as arranged. 

The ILA is anxious to facilitate the delivery of the moneys involved to its 
certified creditors at the earliest possible date. Toward that end, at the 
direction of Captain Bradley, we are enclosing herewith the 3 executed notes 
from the ILA which are called for in the loan agreement, 1 to each of the 3 
teamster conferences, as you suggested. 

We hope that with these notes in your possession, the actual delivery of the 
moneys can be concluded at the earliest possible date. We would appreciate it 
if you would let us know as soon as you can the date on which this will take 
place. 

With kindest personal regards, we are, 
Sincerely yours, 
WALDMAN & WALDMAN, 
By LovutIs WALDMAN. 

Those are the : attor neys for the ILA. 

So you sent him the note saying you owed them the $490,000 ? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes. That had something to do, some technicality, 
where the lawyers recommended that it be done that w ay. 

Mr. Kennepy. So the notes say the ILA owes the teamsters $490.- 
000 and went into the possession of James Hoffa; is that right? 

Mr. Bravery. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever receive the $490,000 ? 

Mr. Brapiey. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you ever get the notes back ? 

Mr. aida No; not as of yet, we did not; no. 

Mr. Kennepy. So, according to the records of Mr. Hoffa, the ILA 
owes Mr. Hofia of the teamsters some $490,000 ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes; according to that tec hnic vality. 

Mr. Kennepy. Are you going to get the notes back? 

Mr. Brapiey. We expect them. Mr. Waldman has written lately 
about them. I believe there is a letter on them that they have been 
mislaid in the bank or something. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn’t he write a letter on March 22, Mr. Waldman, 
I believe, at your direction, 1957, asking for the notes ? 

Hr. Brapuey. I believe he cid; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. And they still hav e not been returned ? 

Mr. Braptey. No; they ‘have not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know what he has been doing with them? 

Mr. Bravery. I believe we have been notified that they have been 
misl: ee in one of the banks that they were to be doing business with. 

Mr. Gieason. Don’t you know that one of those b: inks has been in 
a lot of trouble out there, Mr. Senator? One of those fellows got 
into a lot of trouble out there. That State auditor. Maybe he has 
them. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t believe he would want a note to diss appear 
with. I hand you the letter referred to, dated March 27, 1957, a 
copy of it, and ask you if you can identify it. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Brapuey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That may be made exhibit 152. 


pt. 12 —20 
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(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 152” for 
reference, and will be found in the appendix on p. 4925.) 

The CuatrmMan, What was the date of those notes? I am curious 
about that. They have had the notes in their possession more than 
a year and a half. 

Mr. Kennepy. They actually were sent, Mr. Chairman, on March 
6, 1956, according to the letter. 

The Cuarrman. March of 1956? 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. They have still had them 18 months? 

Mr. Braptey. Our information is that the notes were mislaid some- 
where and they are trying to find them. 

The Cuarrman. They have not been returned to their proper place 
at least ? 

Mr. Braptey. No; they have not, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. They are negotiable notes; are they not? 

Mr. Braptey. I can assure you that they haven’t been paid, either. 

Mr. Kennepy. Approximately February 29, Mr. Chairman, or on 
February 29, 1956, Mr. George Meany wrote Mr. Beck a letter pro- 
testing the proposed loan of the some $400,000 to the ILA. 

Are you familiar with that ? 

Mr. Braptey. No; we wouldn’t be familiar with that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Captain Bradley, I understand that in April, 
namely, April 26, 1956, it was decided by ILA, in view of the fact that 
they had not received the loan that they expected, that they would 
dissolve their agreement with the teamsters; 1s that right? 

Mr. Braptey. Well, I would like to make that point very clear. It 
wasn’t due to the fact that they didn’t receive the money that we 
canceled the alliance. It was on the basis that it created a situation 
where there would have been maybe a suspension of the teamsters out 
of the AFL; rather than to have any part of that, we suggested that 
we would cancel the alliance and work it on as friendly a basis as we 
could. 

Mr. Kennepy. These are the documents, I believe, that brought 
about the cancellation. You notified the teamsters that you were 
canceling ? 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. These documents may be made exhibit 153. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 153” for 
reference, and may be found in the files of the select committee. ) 

Mr. Braptey. Yes, sir; those are the ones. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. It would give the teamsters a great deal more power 
in New York City and on the eastern seaboard and in the other areas 
in which the ILA operates if this kind of an agreement stayed in exist- 
ence; would it not? 

Mr. Braptey. Well, Mr. Chairman, plainly from the standpoint of 
labor it would have done a lot of good for both organizations. The 
International Longshoremen’s Association itself is about the only 
international that is organized, as far as the States are concerned, from 
Portland, Maine, to Brownsville, Tex., and also the Canadian ports 
from Halifax to Toronto, as the saying is now. It was before 
Montreal-Quebec. We had a lot to gain, and we still have a lot to 
gain, by having this alliance. 
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It is nothing unusual. As Mr. Gleason mentioned a few minutes 

o, as far as the port of New York is concerned, there has been an 
ake there for a good many years. There was a setup under our 
former president, Mr. Ryan, and the president of the joint council 
of teamsters, a committee of 6 from each side that would meet every 
so often to discuss the possibility of better organization work be- 
tween the 2 organizations. 

Mr. Kennepy. It would be very helpful to the teamsters, would 
it not, to have this alliance with you? 

Mr. Brapuey. I say it would be very helpful to anybody to have 
the alliance with the ILA, yes, and the teamsters in particular. 

Mr. Kennepy. It would be helpful to you, as I understand it, as 
your finances are not in the best possible shape; is that correct ? 

Mr. Braptey. Well, I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, in them 
days; yes, sir. But tod: Ly we are a little better off than we were then. 


Mr. Greason. Could Ielaborate a little bit about that organization 
and alliance with the teamsters ? 


The CHamman. You may. 

Mr. Guieason. I think this, Mr. Kennedy. I have heard a lot of 

testimony. I have followed your program pretty well here, and I 
think you have been pretty lenient with ai that wants to say 
anything. I think you are looking for the facts. I think you have 
been pretty fair with everybody here. 

The Coarmman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Grxason. It wasn’t a question of the port of New York. The 
port of New York and the city of New York, the joint teamsters 
council, has pretty nearly everybody organized. Nobody can take 
over the ILA. It has been there for 60 years. What the teamsters 
have really been looking for was in the Southern States, below Nor- 
folk. You take North “Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas, where they had the 
right-to-work laws. The teamsters had a lot of difficulty in organ- 
izing, and they needed the help of the longshoremen to organize 
them. How they needed the help was this way: If the trucks would 
come down on the dock to deliver or pick up, our people would re- 
fuse to work alongside a nonunion man. In that way, they were 
looking to build up their membership—Mr. Miller, especially in the 
southern conference. The long-haul truckers, between the central 
conference of the teamsters and the eastern conference, were well 
organized. 

As everybody in New York knows, or everybody that has anything 
do with ships operating knows, New York is not a railroad port. 

New York is primarily a trucking port. It depends upon its business 
fee over-the-road trucking companies. We wanted to be in a po- 
sition to protect, although both Mr. Bradley and myself are inter- 
national men, and interested in longshoremen where they work; at 
least New York has been a port, au has been kicked around, and 


you know now it is working at a disadvantage, you know that piers 
in New York City are at a premium, that it pr obably costs anywhere 
from $750,000 to $1 million a year to rent a pier in New York. 

The average steamship line that handles 5,000 tons of freight in 
and out of a port a week, 52 weeks, would give you 260 tons a year, 
which is pretty good business for a steamship company, at a rental 
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of $750,000 to $1 million a year. That is almost $3.85 a ton for rental, 
before they pay a man off, before they put an electric bulb ‘on the 
dock, or before they put a sweeper on the dock, plus the 6 or 7 cents 
an hour now that is going to the waterfront commission. 

You know, there is a penalty, of, I think it is 114 percent an hour, 
on the earnings of the longshoremen. That is 6 cents an hour more. 
Plus the fact that the seaw ay is going to open up now. 

All these long-haul trucking companies will not be coming into 
New York now. They will be going into Cleveland, Toledo, and 
Chicago 6 months out of the year. 

Unless we work out some kind of jurisdictional problems with the 
teamsters, through an alliance, through a compact, then the eastern 
seaboard as we know it, will be like, in 5 years, Tombstone, Ariz. 

(At this point Senator Kennedy entered the hearing room.) 

Senator Ives. I would like to ask a question. I will direct it to 
Captain Bradley. 

In line with the comments that have just been made concerning the 
alliance of the teamsters and your organization, it has been rumored, 
and bear in mind that it is just a rumor as far as I know, that an 
effort will be made, I assume by the teamsters, if Mr. Hoffa should 
become president of the international, to have a general alliance be- 
tween your organization, controlled by Mr. Harry Bridges on the 
Pacific coast, the railroad brotherhoods, and the ‘employees of the 
airlines—one great transportation organization in the country. 

Do you know anything about such a ‘proposal ? ? 

Mr. Brapiey. Well, Senator Ives, there have been rumors of such 
a move, but there wouldn’t, even at that, be anything unusual for 
something like that to happen. I know that your committee is very 
much interested in it. I have read some of the remarks of some of 
your committee. 

Senator Ives. You have not read anything I have said, because 
this is the first inquiry I made. 

Mr. Brapitey. Well, I believe I read it some in the articles, or, as 
you say, it might have been a rumor. 

But, nevertheless, the International Longshoremen’s Association, 
and speaking for it as its president, there will never be an alliance 
between us and Harry Bridges. The teamsters, we welcome it, we 
think it is good, whether it is ; with Jimmy Hoffa or anyone else. We 
think, in our organization, of what is best for our membership. We 
would welcome an alliance or a working agreement. 

As a matter of fact, we have always had it, Mr. Ives, we have al- 
ways had a working agreement with the teamsters. 

There are teamster locals that do not agree with the longshoremen 
any more than the longshoremen can agree with them. But I can 
assure this committee that at no time, to my knowledge, has any 
official in any official capacity sat down to work out an alliance with 
Harry Bridges. 

Senator Ives. Well, I am very glad to hear that, and I commend 
your organization for the stand you take in that connection. What 
do you think about alining yourselves, making an alliance, with the 
railroad brotherhood, assuming the railroad brotherhoods would 
agree to it? Do you think that is feasible? 

Mr. Braptey. Well, I think it is feasible but I don’t think it is 
practical under the laws. The railroad has the Railroad Labor Act. 
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Senator Ives. It occurred to me it would not work out very well 
for that reason. I wanted to get your viewpoints. 

How about the employees of the airlines ¢ 

Mr. Brapiey. Well, there has been some talk about that, but I 
haven't discussed it with anyone and no one discussed it with me. 
I know there were some comments made about it, but we haven’t sat 
down on it. We haven’t talked. Nobody talked to myself or anyone 
else in our organization, that I know of, of such a move. 

Senator Ives. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions ? 

Senator Kennepy. This fourth report of the New York State Crime 
Commission in 1953, May 20, talks about the ILA locals. It said that 
30 percent of the officials of the ILA longshore locals have police 
records. 

Waterfront criminals know that control of the local is a prerequisite 
to conducting racket operations on the pier. Through their powers 
as union officials, they place their confederates in key ‘positions on the 
docks, shake down steamship and stevedoring companies by threats 
of work stoppages, operate lucrative public loading business, and 
carry on such activities as pilferage, loan sharking, and gambling. 

That isa serious charge. It is true, as I understand it, that the union 
was suspended from the AFL because of similar char ges, I am won- 
dering what has been done about cleaning that situation up. 

Mr. Brapiry. Senator Kennedy, I think it is near time that the facts 
be presented to the people. One of the reasons that we were glad to 
come down here is we haven’t had an opportunity anywhere ‘to cry. 
We think, and we honestly believe, that the port of New York, or the 
maritime industry, is no different than any large industry. 

In our minds, as being strictly union men on union principles, we 
believe that we were not kicked out of the American Federation of 
Labor because of racketeers or gangsters. We don’t say we have 
halos, but we don’t say we are any worse or any better than any other 
industry. 

Senator Kennepy. Well, Captain—— 

Mr. Braptery. Let me finish, Senator, if you please, because this 
point I want to get over. 

I think as Mr. Gleason has said, you have been fair. One of the 
things that I want to get over to your committee, or the public in 
general, is this: There hasn’t been, ever, any charges or any hearings 
or any trials between the American Federation of Labor before we 
were kicked out on racketeering or gangsterism. Mr. Meany has based 
the whole charges on what he read in the newspapers. 

Let me tell you about the trial that we had before we were kicked 
out of the American Federation of Labor. 

Mr. Braptey. This is the point, and then I will keep still if you let 
me give you this, Senator Kennedy, and then I will shut off. 

We appeared before the executive board in Chicago, before they 
suspended us, or kicked us out, and there were 5 or 6 questions asked 
in that meeting between the executive board of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor and our executive board. One of the questions was raised 
by the late Dan Tobin. 

He got up and he said to Mr. Ryan: “Mr. Ryan, I have known you 
for 25 years. Y ou have done nothing but stepped on the jurisdiction 
of the teamsters.” 
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And Joe Ryan answered him, “Well, if we had a fight 25 years ago, 
let’s bury the hatchet now. We don’t want to be suspended from the 
American Federation of Labor,” or some line along that. Another 
vice president got up and said, “You have our painters.” Another 
vice president got up and said, “You have our carpenters.” 

Finally, I believe it was Vice President Hayes that got up and said, 
“What have we got the longshoremen here for—jurisdiction or 
rackets ?” 

Meany said, “We have them here for rackets.” 

And he said, “Well, let’s hear about the rackets.” 

Mr. Meany cited one local union in the port of New York that he 
claims had a racket, and he mentioned the man’s name, and he men- 
tioned a local, and that was the only charge that was brought before 
the executive board of the AFL or our own, and then Mr. Meany said, 
“We heard enough from the ILA, and if you will excuse us, we will 
go into conference.” 

That is the trial we had, Senator Kennedy. 

Senator Kennepy. In the report of the proceedings of the AFL in 
1953, in Mr. Meany’s speech, it says: 

We asked the longshoremen, in keeping with the custom of the American 
Federation of Labor of noninterference, to do certain things to try to clean up 
this situation, to bring democracy into this organization, to see to it that officers, 
who on the face of their own admission, under oath, are unfit for office, are 
tried under the rules of the international. During the 8 months since then we 
have received nothing but delay and promises. 

Then by a vote of 79,079 to 736, which is 100 to 1, the revocation of 
the charter took place. 

That is the situation, at least in 1953. It was confirmed to some 
degree by the report of the Crime Commission of New York in 1953. 
I read their statement. 

I am wondering what happened since then. Now it is 1957. What 
has been done to clean it up since then ? 

Mr. Braptey. Senator Kennedy, there has been plenty done as far 
as the workingman in the port of New York. There is one thing 
we have to get clear once and for all: that the International Long- 
shoremen’s Association claims and defies anyone that says that we are 
not a legitimate labor organization. We will admit that we are not a 
police force. I am a labor leader. I am not a police commissioner. 

I cannot in any way, shape, or form—and I have no power—dis- 
miss anyone with any kind of a record in the port of New York. 

As you know, we have been in a struggle for the organization’s 
life in the port of New York, and, Mr. Kennedy, we tried, by elimi- 
nating local unions, to get to the bottom of the trouble in the port 
of New York. 

As we dismissed men or put them out of local unions, they imme- 
diately went over to the American Federation of Labor, the IBL, 
which picked them up—I don’t like to go into names, but I will in 
private give you the names; you can check on it—as they went out of 
our union, they went over and they were received and they were ac- 
cepted by the American Federation of Labor. 

The next day, after we put them out, they were on the waterfront 
fighting us. 

That was one of the stumbling blocks that prevented any of the 
cleaning house that went on. 
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I can also state this—— 

Senator Kennepy. Captain, I just want to try to ask you 2 or 3 
questions, and then I will be glad for any statement. 

In 1953, we had this report of the crime commission. We had Mr. 
Meany’s s report. I have these figures as of 1956. Of the 242 officers, 
86 of them had criminal records, which is pretty high. I know some- 
thing about this union in Boston, and it is not comparable in Boston. 
We do not have : any statistics like this. 

Mr. Braptey. Well, if they are better, we are glad to hear that, I 
am sure. Nevertheless, I would like to say this: that we don’t know 
of any 86 men—are you speaking of the port of New York? 

Senator Kennepy. Yes. 

Mr. Braptey. In the port of New York that have criminal records. 

Senator Kennepy. The point I am making, Captain, is—and I 
know something about it; 1 represented that district in Congress 

Mr. Braptey. But, please, Senator, don’t put me in the position of 
defending criminals. 

Senator Kennepy. Let me just bring this out. The point I am 
making is that, to run a good trade union, you don’t have to rely on 
officers that have criminal records. I have seen it in running the 
longshoremen’s union in Boston, when I represented the district on 
the Waterfront in C ongress, and there was not any comparable situa- 
tion of this alliance that we have seen, which was described this after- 
noon, of these hoodlums and racketeers trying to get into the team- 
sters union and attempting to work out a tie with the ILA; and then 
we have a figure in 1953 from the crime commission where more than 
30 percent had criminal records, and now in 1956, out of 242, 86 have 
criminal records. I do not see how you can defend that as good 
trade-union practices. 

Mr. Brapiey. Senator Kennedy, we don’t know of 86 with crimi- 
nal records, what you call a criminal or what you call a criminal rec- 
ord. All I can tell you since I have been the president of the ILA is 
that I have done what I could to give a democratic organization. A 
democratic organization, the record will show, consists of a free 
choice of members, a free choice of officials. 

The local unions that you speak of, those men are elected, nomi- 
nated, and elected by the local unions. 

There is no way that we can run around from local to local with a 
police record of a man. As far as the union is concerned, we had 
hired public accountants to go over all of our union books, to set u 
central registrations, to put in a central bookkeeping system, elimi- 
nated about 15 or 20 locals in the port of New York by amalgamation 
of locals, to get them down to the least local as the best ossibility, 
and in that way those elements, the undesirable elements, will be auto- 
matically put out by the membership themselves. 

Myself, I can speak for the official family. There is no one in our 
official family, I mean the top echelon of the organization, with a 
criminal record that is a felony record. 

I heard some talk about other records, but our goal was, and what 
we were trying to do was, to prevent anyone with any kind of a record 
getting into any part of our organization. And I think we done a 
fairly good job since I have been ‘president. 

Mr. Grrason. Mr. Kennedy, along those lines, I think that you got 
86 men there, and I think I saw a copy of that. Those 86 men, as 
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I understand it, some of them have police records with no convictions. 
I just had a chance to gaze over it quickly. Some of them have mis- 
demeanors. Some of those fellows may have worked on the water- 
front for 15, 18, or 20 years. 

I wish you would check into their records and find out how long they 
have been working there. Under the waterfront compact, they make 
sure, they really make sure, that anybody with a real 

Senator Kennepy. As a member of the executive board and presi- 
dent of a local, is he part of your official family, so-called ? 

Mr. Guxason. No. 

Mr. Brapiey. A member of the 

Senator Kennepy. A member of the executive board and president 
of the local. What do you consider him? Have you ever heard of 
the president of a local and member of the executive board—— 

Mr. Brapiey. When I speak of executive officers, I am talking about 
the four top oflicers—myself; Connolly, executive vice president; the 
secretary-treasurer; and Gleason, the general organizer. They are the 
top four officials of our organization. 

Senator Kennepy. The only point I am making is that it was 
thrown out of the AFL. We heard Mr. Meany’s statement, and after 
we read the record of the crime commission, and it is now 1957, and out 
of 230 officers 86 have these criminal records, misdemeanors, or some- 
thing, and yet during the same period there was an agreement to tie 
in the teamsters union. We have already seen how that was infiltrated 
by Johnny Dio and “Ducks” Corallo, and a prospective loan of $490,- 
000. That does not seem a very good way to run a trade union. 

Mr. Bravery. Mr. Kennedy, | want to say one other word on this. 
I don’t want anybody to misconstrue that I am defending any crim- 
inals. But I have also saw a list, and I saw on that list three names 
of men that had misdemeanors. One of the men has six children. He 
was 18 or 19 years old when he committed the crime. He has six chil- 
dren now. Another one has four children. Another one has 2 or 3 
children. I have no law and I have no right, only my God, to say to 
help rehabilitate those men and try to give them a living to bring those 
children up, and I don’t think anybody has a right to deprive them of 
a living. 

If we are to take a stand, if labor is to make a police force out of it- 
self, and deny the right of men to work with a criminal record, at least 
a 

Senator Kennepy. Wait a minute. No one suggested that they be 
denied a right to work, particularly those who have family responsi- 
bilities. What I am talking about is why more than one-third of the 
officers of your union have criminal records. That is what I am talking 
about. That is entirely different from their right to work. 

Mr. Brapiey. We can’t help that. Please listen to me for one thing. 

For the past 30 years, and I know you are a Christian man the same 
as myself, the International I ongshoremen’s Association would receive 
from ministers, priests, from all walks of life, from itself—we see a 
former police commissioner sitting in judgment of some of these men, 
and we have letters in our office to show that he sent men down and 
asked that they be put to work, and in 10 or 15 years he sits in judg- 
ment to tell us they have no right to work on the waterfront. 

What do you want us to do? 
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Senator Kennepy. The only point is I think the AFL, which is a 
responsible organization—you are suggesting that here 

Mr. Braptey. I am making no suggestions. I will make a sugges- 
tion. Let the AFL—— 

The CHarrmMan. Just a moment. 

Senator Kennepy. The AFL is a responsible organization. It 
wants to rehabilitate these men and give them an opportunity to 
work. But if you cannot meet, since 1953, the standards that they 
set down, it seems to me that you have no justifies ition in claiming that 
you are being abused when these charges are made. 

Mr. Brapuiey. There is one thing we know on the waterfront, and 
that is labor. When the tr usteeship was put in to take over the long- 
shoremen’s union, whether it was the IBL, or the ILA, Meany put 
into the trusteeship two men that we know, and I presume Meany 
knows. If he doesn’t know, he should know, because he is supposed 
to know every criminal in the world. But, nevertheless, he puts them 
in. I will sit before you and your committee with those two men 
and I will go face to face with them. For every 1 that they name 
in our organization, I will name 2 in their organization. 

If the American Federation—— 

Senator Kennepy. Captain, that is a very discouraging statement. 

Mr. Brapiey. Just a moment. What I want to cet. over to you is 
this: If the American Federation of Labor can do it in the labor 
movement, don’t single out one union and crucify them and keep 
harping on it—we are doing the best we can under the circumstances. 

As Father Connolly said in Philadelphia, the only ones who want 
the longshoremen’s organization are longshoremen. 

Let him do it if he ean in all labor, in all labor unions. 

We happen to know that Mr. Beck was more interested in jurisdic- 
tion when he made the motion. We know that Paul Hall is more 
interested in putting some of his men as winchmen, as deckmen, on 
our ships, unloading or loading, and we know that Dubinsky was a 
great friend of Hall because Paul Hall done him a big favor along 
the line in the labor movement. That is what I gripe with. 

If I could go back and I thought with my conscience I could say 
to. these 86 men, “You can’t be officers, you can’t work-on the water- 
front, get off,’ I would do it overnight. But I can’t do it because my 
conscience wouldn’t let me do it. 

If they commit a crime, the waterfront commission has taken 11/ 
percent of 114 percent of the sweat and blood of the longshoremen to 
pay a police fore e to enforce this. They have in their power to take 
off any man on the waterfront with a record, if they see fit. 

I say, again, Mr. Kennedy, in all due respect, I am not a police 
commissioner. God help my father; he was a sheriff I understand. 
I didn’t know him, but he was a sheriff. I took the other way; I went 
labor. T still have the sympathy for the underdog. 

Mr. Guieason. Senator Kennedy, in one of his statements, was ty- 
ing us in with Corallo, Dio, and $490,000 loans, and tied us in with the 
teamsters. We have never discussed our business; never sat down 
with Corallo. I doubt whether Captain Bradley knows him. 

I know we don’t. We have no business there. It was never our 
intentions to tie up with anybody. We want that on the record, that 
we were doing business to protect our own rank-and-file membership 
and make ourselves as strong as we possibly can. But there never 
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was any discussion about Corallo, Dio, or anybody else as far as we 
are concerned. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Gleason, if you heard completely what I 
said it was that, at a time after 1953 when the ILA was suspended, 
what we are investigating is the attempt of Dio and others to in- 
fluence the teamsters and control the teamsters in New York, in the 
joint council. 

What I was talking about was at this time, when this effort was 
being made with the knowledge and assistance of Mr. Hoffa, at the 
same time conversations were taking place between the ILA and the 
teamsters in New York to form a closer alliance, and go along with a 
loan of $490,000. 

I am not saying that you or Captain Bradley had a connection with 
Mr. Corallo and Mr. Dio. But I am saying that they were attempt- 
ing to influence and infiltrate the teamsters at that time when the tie 
was tobe made with your group. 

Mr. Guxason. The funny part of that is this, that Mr. Beck, when 
he designated Mr. Hoffa to conclude this alliance, wasn’t the only 
one that was looking for an alliance with us. 

Before Mr. Lindberg died, he sat with Captain Bradley and I in 
the Statler Hotel here in Washington and was looking to make an 
alliance with us, and this was after we pulled away from the team- 
sters’ pact, looked to make an alliance with us with the sailors, the 
engineers, and the ILA. So there were quite a few groups looking 
to make alliances with the longshoremen. 

Senator Krennepy. My only point, Mr. Gleason, that I would like 
to see is, it would be possible for the ILA to set up standards within 
its operations to make it possible for you to rejoin the AFL. 

Mr. Gurason. I believe they are right in doing that. But we are 
being criticized here on account of the 86 men here. 

Senator Kennepy. I am saying that is a high percentage. 

Mr. Gueason. That is right. 

Why don’t you do this?’ Take everybody in the transportation in- 
dustry, all the organizations in the transportation industry, and find 
out what the percentage is, just in the transportation industry? As 
you know, the teamsters and the longshoremen, the longshoremen 
more than anybody else, in the ports of these United States from, 
time immemorial—my father came over from Ireland, my grandfather 
came from Ireland, and landed on the waterfront. People with rec- 
ords immigrated to the waterfront because they were afraid. The 
language situation had them. 

Check this. Tie all the transportation unions together and then 
find out what the percentage is. That would be a fair answer. 

The CHatrman. T am sorry, gentlemen, but we have other duties 
and we are being called now to perform one of them. It is to cast a 
record vote in the Senate. 

I wish to thank you gentlemen for your appearance, for your 
testimony. 

T am advised by the staff that Mr. Harold Kolovsky, commissioner ; 
Mr. Carl J. Rubino, commissioner of New York, waterfront commis- 
sioner of New York Harbor; and Mr. Michael Murphy, executive 
director of the commission, have been very cooperative with the com- 
mittee. We thank you very much. 
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Mr. Kennepy. Also, Mr. Tom Jones, of the Commission, and Miss 
Jean Dunne have been helpful. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

The committee stands in recess until 2 o’clock Monday. 

(Whereupon, at 6:05 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
2 p.m., Monday, August 19, 1957.) 

(Members present at the taking of the recess: Senators McClellan 
and Kennedy.) 








INVESTIGATION OF IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE 
LABOR OR MANAGEMENT FIELD 


MONDAY, AUGUST 19, 1957 


Unritep Srares SENATE, 
SeLect ComMiIrree ON IwpropEeR ACTIVITIES 
IN THE Lapor oR MANAGEMENT FELD, 
Washington, D. C. 

The select committee met at 2 p. m., pursuant to Senate Resolution 
74, agreed to January 30, 1957, in the caucus room, Senate Office 
Building, Senator John L. McClellan (chairman of the select com- 
mittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Irving 
M. Ives, re New York; John F. Kennedy, Democrat, Massa- 
chusetts; Pat McNamara, Democrat, Michigan; Karl EK. Mundt, Re- 
publican, South Dakota; Barry Goldwater, Republican, Arizona; 
Carl T. Curtis, Republican, Nebraska. 

Also present: Robert F. Kennedy, chief counsel; Paul J. Tierney, 
assistant counsel; Robert B. . Dunne, assistant counsel; Walter R. M: LY, 
assistant counsel; Pierre E. G. Salinger, investigator; Ruth Young 
Watt, chief clerk. 

(Members present at the convening of the session: Senators McClel- 
lan, Ives, Ervin, and Curtis.) 

The Cuamrman. The committee will come to order. 

We will resume hearings on the New York area. 

Mr. Counsel, call the next witness. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Einar Mohn, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Monn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EINAR 0. MOHN 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Mohn, state your name, your place of residence, 
and your business or occupation, please, sir. 

Mr. Moun. My ni ume 1s Kinar O. Mohn. I reside at 7205 Rolling- 
wood Drive, Chevy Chase, Md. I am a vice president of the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of ‘Teamsters, and in addition to that the admin- 
istrative assistant to the general president. 

(At this point, Senator Goldwater entered the hearing room.) 

The CHarrman. Mr. Mohn, you do not have counsel with you. 
Have you elected to waive counsel 

Mr. Moun. I waive counsel. 

The Cuatmrman. Thank you very much. 
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How long have you been in the labor movement, Mr. Mohn? 

Mr. Moun. Since 1933. 

The Cuarrman. How long have you been executive vice president of 
the Teamsters International Union ? 

Mr. Moun. I came back to Washington, I think the date was either 
the 9th or the 11th of March 1953. 

The Cuamman. All right, Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was your position before that, Mr. Mohn? 

Mr. Moun. Before that, I was general organizer, located at San 
Francisco, Calif. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you came back when Mr. Beck came back ? 

Mr. Moun. No; it was after that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Shortly after he took over the presidency ? 

Mr. Moun. He took over the presidency at our convention in 1952. 
His term of office started in December of 1952, and I came back here 
around the middle of March. 

Mr. Kennepy. Prior to that you had been in charge of the San 
Francisco area, general organizer in that area ? 

Mr. Moun. I was generally overseeing the work in the State of 
California. 

Mr. Kennepy. Had you always worked in California ? 

Mr. Moun. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. How many years were you there? 

Mr. Moun. I went down to California, I believe, in the fall of 1937, 
my first assignment. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were in California, then, until you left, from 
1937 on? 

Mr. Moun. I traveled. I was traveling a great deal. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you working out of the international head- 
quarters, were you, or were you associated with one of the locals or 
joint council in California ? 

Mr. Moun. For a time I was located in Los Angeles, and then we 
moved that office to San Francisco, in 1947. 

Mr. Kennepy. With what oflice were you connected in Los Angeles ? 

Mr. Moun. I was international organizer, general organizer. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time? 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, as I am sure you know, we are interested, 
at this time, in these locals that were established in New York in 
November of 1955, the months that followed in 1956. The locals that 
I am talking about chiefly are the ones that are there on the board, 
the so-called phony locals, seven of them in number. 

Mr. Moun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would like to ask you what connection you had 
with the chartering of those locals, when you first heard of them, who 
approached you, and what steps you took in connection with the 
chartering or giving charters to these applicants. 

(At this point, Senator Curtis withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Moun. Well, the best of my recollection is that this come to my 
attention on or about—right following November 4. I peg that date 
because that was the date that we dedicated our new aiding — 
November 5, 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did somebody approach you or speak to you at that 
time about these locals? 
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Mr. Moun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Would you tell us who did that? 

Mr. Moun. Vice President Hoffa spoke to me about some charters 
for some local unions at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. That was at the dedication of the building here in 
Washington ? 

Mr. Moun. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennevy. Did he say that the charters would be granted in 
the New York area at that time? Did he tell you that? 

Mr. Moun. He didn’t say that they would be granted. He spoke 
to me about issuing charters in the New York area at that time. The 
charters were to be issued for—with 1 exception, I belive 1 exception 
only—to locals that were at that time affiliated with the VAW-AFL. 

Mr. Kennepy. You just had that one conversation with him, with 
Mr. Hoffa, at that time? 

Mr. Monn. There might have been some subsequent mention of it 
afterward, but to my recollection there had been no conversation prior 
to that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you anything about the applicants for 
these charters ? 

Mr. Monn. No; he did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he describe them as being former members or 
present members of the UAW-AFL? 

Mr. Moun. I think all that was said was that these were locals 
that were affiliates of the VAW-AFL. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he gave you no further description of them ? 
Did he tell you how many members these locals had ? 

Mr. Moun. No, he did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you how many members would be able 
to come into the teamsters union if you gave these charters ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, they were all in the field of what we would call 
miscellaneous workers. I don’t think that he attempted to make any 
estimate on how many people could come in. But there were a lot 
of people that could be organized in these fields. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he tell you why these charters should be 
granted? What the advantage to the teamsters would be? 

Mr. Moun. Well, the principal reason 

Mr. Kennepy. I am asking what he told you. 

Mr. Moun. Yes. Well, that is what I am trying to tell you. 

The principal reason was that we were going to have an AFL-CIO 
merger convention, something that hadn’t been had before, and the 
proposed constitution which we all had copies of provided that affili- 
ates could maintain the jurisdiction that they had and would also be 
permitted to continue the organizing jurisdiction that they enjoyed 
_— to the merger. Whatever the latter means, I am sure I don’t 

snow. 

(At this point, Senator McNamara entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. Did he discuss that with you ? 

Mr. Moun. Yes; it was discussed. 

Mr. Kennepy. You discussed that section of the constitution, did 
you? 

Mr. Moun. Yes; we did. 


Mr. Kennepy. In connection with what? How did that apply to 
this? 
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Mr. Moun. Well, that section of the constitution, I think, speaks 
for itself. Give me just a moment and I will find it here. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is that section 4, article III? 

Mr. Moun. It is article III, and section 2 reads as follows: 

Each national and international union, and each Federal labor union affiliated 
with the American Federation of Labor at the time of this constitution and by 
reason of a charter, or certificate of affiliates granted by that federation and each 
national or international union organizing committee and local and industrial 
union affiliated with the Congress of Industrial Organizations at the time of the 
adoption of this constitution, by reason of a charter or certificate of affiliation 
granted by that federation, shall retain its charter or certificate which shall 
become and be a charter or certificate of this federation, and by virtue of the 
Same and as a result of the merger between the American Federation of Labor 
and the Congress of Industrial Organizations shall be an affiliate of this federa- 
tion and subject to its rules and regulations. 

Sec. 3: Each such affiliate shall retain and enjoy the same organizing juris- 
diction in this federation which it had and enjoyed by reason of its prior affilia- 
tion with either the American Federation of Labor or the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations. In case of conflict and duplicating jurisdictions involving such 
affiliates, the president and the executive council of this federation shall seek to 
eliminate such conflicts and duplications through the process of voluntary agree- 
ment or voluntary merger between the affiliates involved. 

Sec. 4: The integrity of each such affiliate of this federation shall be main- 
tained and preserved. Each such affiliate shall respect the established collective- 
bargaining relationships of every other affiliate and no affiliate shall raid the 
established collective-bargaining relationship of any other affiliate. When a 
complaint has been filed with the president by an affiliate alleging a violation 
of this section— 
and then it provides how that may be settled. 

(At this point, Senators Kennedy and Mundt entered the hearing 
room. ) 

Mr. Moun. I might add that we had under consideration, by virtue 
of having been approached, two Federal labor unions about the same 
time. But the ur gency was not there as far as the Federal Jabor unions 
were concerned, because they still provided in the new constitution 
that it was the purpose of Federal labor unions, and whatever they 
called the C1O directly affiliated unions, that the general purpose was 
still to find a place in some national or international union for those. 

Objection was made to us by McDonald, of the CIO steelworkers, 
who made some claim over these two Federal unions, and we did not 
go through with processing their application for affiliation. 

Mr. Kennepy. So Mr. Hoffa spoke to you about the granting of 
charters to these applicants up in New York; is that right? 

Mr. Moun. He did. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And did you take certain steps after that? 

Mr. Moun. Well, he had spoken to President Beck prior to speak- 
ing to me about the question of getting these people afliliated prior to 
the merger convention. 

I did not know that at that time, but I was subsequently told. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then did Mr. Beck speak to you about it? 

Mr. Moun. Yes; he mentioned it in, I would say, a very general 
way, that it was all right to go ahead and charter these people. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was “this, again, around November 4, 1955? 

Mr. Moun. It could have been—it cert: uinly was around that date. 
Within a couple of days of that date; yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you know anything about the background of 
these people, or were you just relying on Mr. Hoffa? 
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Mr. Monn. I knew nothing about the background of any of the 
people involved in any of those local unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. What was the next thing that you heard about it? 

Mr. Monn. I did not hear any more about the chartering of those 
locals. I went up to New York. 

Well, first of all, I was away from the office, because we went up to 
see Daniel Tobin, who was ill and not expected to live, and his funeral 
then was on November 6. We went to the burial in Boston on Novem- 
ber 17 and 18, and we went to Washington, D. C—I mean, New York 
City from Washington, D. C., I believe, on the Saturday after 
Thanksgiving Day. 

Mr. Kennepy. Which would be what day? 

Mr. Monn. I don’t have it marked down here. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was the end of November, anyway ? 

Mr. Moun. Yes; it is the end of November. 

Mr. Kennepy. The charters had not been granted as of that time? 

Mr. Moun. They had not. 

Mr. Kennepy. I show you these charters that we have in our 
possession. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair presents to you exhibit No. 13, which 
has been identified as a charter application. It has a notation on it of 
the date of issuance of the charter based on that application. 

Then I hand you exhibit No. 124—A, B, C, D, E, and F, six applica- 
tions for charters, all dated November 3, and all bearing the same 
notation in pen and ink on the left-hand corner as exhibit No. 13. 

I ask you to examine these and state if vou recognize them and 
whether you identify the handwriting on them. 

(Documents handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Moun. No; I don’t. I have never seen these before, to my 
knowledge, Senator McClellan. 

The Cuarrman. Did you issue charters without seeing the appli- 
cation ? 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think that I issued these charters. 

The Carman. You do not think you issued them ? 

Mr. Moun. No, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. As I understood you, you said as late as Saturday 
following Thanksgiving, in November of that year, the charters had 
not been issued. 

Mr. Monn. That is correct. And I still believe that that is correct. 

The CuamrmMan. You observe on each of these applications that 
there is a notation, “Charter issued on the 8th day of November 1955.” 

Am I correct ? 

Mr. Moun. That is what the notation says, Senator McClellan. 
Of course, the information that I have about this I obtained after the 
fact. It is my information, to the best of my knowledge, and what I 
could obtain, that what actually happened was that the charters 
were to have been applied for with the date of November 8. Why 
they were not, I don’t know. They carried the date of Novemb»r 8, 
but physically they were not issued in our office until some date dur- 
ing the week preceding the AFL-CIO merger convention. 

That isthe best knowledge I have. 

The Crramman. Let me ask you another thing about those appli- 
cations, Mr. Mohn. As I recall, none of them are signed. They are 
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just typewritten applications with names on them, but no signatures. 
Am I correct ? 

Mr. Moun. That is correct. That is the way they appear here. 

The Cuarmmnan. Is there anything unusual or extraordinary about 
that ? 

Mr. Moun. Yes. I would say that that was a little bit out of the 
ordinary. 

The Cuarrman. Do you recall having issued any other charters on 
such forms of application? I do not mean the form itself, but where 
there was no signature to identify the applicant or the sponsor of the 
application ? 

Mr. Monn. Well, I would have a difficult time recalling that, because 
actually I have not personally looked at nor read very many of the 
charter applications. 

That is not implying that I didn’t know about them, but the physi- 
cal work of taking care of filling out these forms and getting the 
orders and sending them out I have not handled. 

The Cuarrman. Who would be the proper party, particularly in 
the absence of the general president, to examine the applications and 
find that they were in order, and give the direction that the charter 
be issued ? 

Mr. Moun. It would be out of the general president’s office. I am 
not shirking any responsibility for that. I am saying that when you 
ask me if there had been others come in that were not signed, I could 
not give you an accurate answer because I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. It is not the practice ? 

Mr. Moun. I would say, I would expect, that charter applications 
are generally signed ; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. So those are unusual in that respect? 

Mr. Moun. Yes; I think that is a fair statement. 

The CHamman. May I ask you now if you recall how they hap- 
pened to come to the international office? Did they come by mail or 
were they presented by someone personally ? 

Mr. Monn. Well, I was not at the office. I personally couldn’t tell 
you that this happened, because I wasn’t there. It is my information, 
and I think it is accurate information, that an individual from New 
York came down with the names of the people that were to go on the 
charter applications, and that the physical job of getting the charters 
prepared was done at the same time that he brought them in. 

The Cuarrman. And the notation, obviously, was made on them on 
the same day that he brought them in, that the charter was issued that 
day? 

Mr. Moun. Well, that is a notation—I don’t know whose hand- 
writing that is. 

The Cuarrman. Is it not a fact that a man that came down from 
New York just brought a list of names 

Mr. Moun. That is my information. 

The Cuamman. And that the applications were actually prepared 
here in the international office ? 

Mr. Moun. That is my information. 

The Cuamman. Without anyone signing them ? 

Mr. Moun. That they were actually prepared in the office of the 
secretary-treasurer. 
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The Cuareman. In other words, the entire transaction took place 
in that way? 

Mr. Moun. That is my information. I believe that is correct. 

The Cuamman. Except you say that the charter was not actually 
issued until sometime after Thanksgiving? 

Mr. Moun. That is 

The CHarrmMan. What record do you have to indicate that? 

Mr. Monn. I would have none in my office. 

The Cuarman. Is there no record kept of charters granted, the 
date they were granted, and so forth ? 

Mr. Monn. Oh, yes; but that would all be in the office of the sec- 
retary-treasurer, because he physically does the work of preparing 
the charters and sending them out. We don’t do that. 

The Cuamman. Who was the secretary-treasurer at that time? 

Mr. Moun. John F. English. 

The Cuarrman. Who? 

Mr. Monn. John F. English. 

The CuatrMan. Do you know the man who brought—can you give 
us the name of the man who came down with a list of names for these 
charters ¢ 

Mr. Moun. I am sure it was John McNamara, from New York. 

The Cuatrman. I believe we asked him about it, and we did not 
get much information. 

Mr. Monn. I understand you didn’t. 

The Carman. Do you know a Teresa Hanlon, who probably 
worked for you that year in the international office ? 

Mr. Moun. No. I don’t think she worked for me. 

The Crarrman. I mean worked—well, not for you personally, but 
worked for the international headquarters. 

Mr. Moun. No. I may have known her when I saw her, but I 
don’t 

The Cuarmman. Specifically, I think, for Mr. John English. 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

The Cuarman. Will you examine this affidavit, and particularly 
the signature of Teresa Hanlon, and state whether or not you recognize 
it? 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Moun. I would not know her signature, Senator. 

The Cuarrman. You would not know her signature? 

Mr. Moun. No; I would not. 

The CuHarrMan. You may return the document. 

Mr. Mohn, probably I am getting a little ahead of counsel, but 
let me ask you this question: Was there some agreement in writing 
between joint council 16 in New York that no charter would be issued 
in that area, within its jurisdiction, without their knowledge ? 

Mr. Monn. Yes; there was. There was such an agreement entered 
into as a result of a conference between myself and some of the officers 
of the New York joint council. I don’t remember the date of that, 
but it certainly was sometime before the issuance of these charters. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, that agreement had been observed 
up until the time of the issuance of these charters ? 

Mr. Monn. I believe it had; yes, sir. 


The CuatrmMan. Do you know why it was not observed in this 
instance ¢ 
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Mr. Moun. The only answer I could give you, and all I know, is 
that the urgency of getting it done prior to the merger convention— 
and if there was any error committed, that was an error in judgment 
on my part, was the only reason it wasn’t followed out. 

The Cuatmrman. Was it a further error of judgment when joint 
council 16 requested copies of the charters and information about them 
after they had heard from other sources they had been issued ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, ' think about the time that they were asking for 
information about these charters there was quite a political contro- 
versy, at least, that broke out in New York. Whether it had been 
brewing before that time or not, I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. After it came to your attention that the charters 
had been possibly irregularly issued in disregard of that agreement, 
and under circumstances where publicity was indicating there was 
something out of order about them, did you or did the general presi- 
dent do anything to recall the charters, to cancel them, or to nullify 
them ¢ 

Mr. Moun. No, sir; we didnot. We did not. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Counsel, you may proceed. 

Senator Munor. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Mohn, quite apart from the instant cases, I 
want to ask you some questions in general about charters. It would 
be my impression that a charter for a union is a pretty valuable docu- 
ment. Would you agree with that or not? 

Mr. Monn. I would agree with that. 

Senator Munpr. Could you advise the committee, consequently, 
what, in general, are the safeguards that you establish out of your 
office to protect the union against granting charters fraudulently or 
to improper people? 

Mr. Moun. Well, the normal procedure when you receive a charter 
application is that either some general organizer or a vice president, 
or perhaps a joint council, would approve or vouch for the issuance 
of a charter. That is the general procedure. We would have no op- 
portunity, Senator Mundt, in the office, to make ourselves personally 
acquainted with the people out in the field who would be concerned 
with this charter. 

Senator Munpr. You had sort of a home-rule procedure 

Mr. Monn. Right. 

Senator Moxpr. That if the local officers or local representatives 
of the international would vouch for them, you would not go beyond 
that, and you would assume that he had made the proper investiga- 
tion ? 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator Munpr. And as a consequence in this instance, when that 
procedure was violated, for whatever reason it was violated—and I 
think you have agreed that in this instance it was violated 

Mr. Moun. I said in this instance it was irregular. I think Sen- 
ator McClellan’s question asked whether or not in this instance we 
had issued these charters in contradiction to the agreement that we 
had with the joint council. 

Senator Munpr. Let me ask you a question so that we will get on 
the basis of mutual understanding. Let me ask you this question: 
In the case of these charters which you had before you a few minutes 
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ago, is it not correct that the ae was violated which you have 
ne local representatives vouch for the 


just enunciated, of having t 
charters. 

Mr. Moun. Well, let me say in connection with New York, that 
perhaps no joint council in the international union over the years had 
paid as little attention to regular, accepted procedure as the joint 
council in New York. 

The agreement that you ask me about, or Senator McClellan asked 
me about, that we entered into, was entered into, or the request for 
such an agreement was entered into, primarily because at that time 
Vice Pr esident Hickey, who was our general organizer, he had re- 
quested over a period of time the issuance of some charters that were 
issued in New York, without the expressed approval of joint council 
16. It was because this had been going on that they asked for this 
agreement, which we sat down and worked out with them. 

“So the history of joint council 16, without taking up a lot of the 
time of this committee, which I am sure they are not particularly 
interested in going into, had been one where the standard operating 

rocedures that we had established with most of our organizations 

iad not necessarily been too important in New York. 

Senator Munpr. In this particular case, however, neither joint 
council 16 nor your general organizer, nor your vice president, who 
in this case were one ¢ f Mr. Hickey--naithed Mr. Hickey, 
as general organizer and vice president, nor the joint council had 
placed approval on these so-called paper charters or paper locals. 

Mr. Monn. Well, our records show that Mr. Hickey was absent for 
about a period of a month during the time that these applications were 
first received and during the whole period of time of the merger con- 
vention. He was on his vacation and was not in New York. He had 
not been contacted because the request for these charters had not come 
to the attention of our office prior to him being absent from New York. 
He was certainly advised about it when he came back. 

Senator Munpr. So for whatever reason, he did not approve these 
charters in advance ? 

Mr. Moun. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. And the joint council had not approved them in 
advance ? 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator Munpr. Why had the joint council not approved them in 
advance? They were not all on vacation. 

Mr. Moun. No; they were not all on vacation. 

Senator Munpr. What reason was it that they did not approve 
them ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Well, I think where we get into this conflict is that we 
are talking about a November 8 date, and to the best of my recollection 
we actually had nothing to act upon until the week of—the last week 
in November. Now, if we had had the formal charter application 
— in our office, say, 5 or 6 weeks prior to this convention being 
held, I am sure that they would have followed normal procedure. 

Sen: om Munpr. What I was really leading up to in my line of 
questioning, Mr. Mohn, was this: Since in this particular case the ar- 
rangement which you followed across the country generally was vio- 
lated, for whatever reason, violated to the point that neither the local 
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joint council nor the local organizer nor the local vice president 
had placed approval on the charters, it would seem to me that your 
curiosity would have been aroused by the fact that charters under 
those circumstances came to you without signatures; that the totality 
of evidence—no local endorsement, no local support, and no signa- 
tures—would have been a bronze light in your office to say, “Well, 
we had better investigate this pretty carefully. This is such a flagrant 
violation of our policy, maybe something is wrong.” 

Mr. Moun. I know of no merger convention that has been held 
since the Knights of Labor, to absorb themselves into the AFL, except 
this one, and there were a lot of unusual things going on about that 
time, Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. So you explain the whole situation strictly on the 
basis that you were having a sort of shotgun approach to this merger 
convention. 

Mr. Monn. I do. 

Senator Munpr. And you were, therefore, violating established 
procedures in order to consummate items of business before that time? 

Mr. Moun. I do. I assure you that if they had come up at any 
other period excepting under the stress of the convention which we 
were all very much concerned with, and, I might add, we are still 
concerned with it, they would have received the normal usual treat- 
ment. There would have been no reason for them not to have. 

Senator Munpr. Is it a fair summation of your testimony, Mr. 
Mohn, to say that there were no other influences, no other factors, no 
other conditions involved in these unusual procedures, putting them 
into operation, than the pending joint merger ? 

Mr. Moun. As far as I was concerned, Senator Mundt, and I can 
only be responsible for Mohn sitting here today, as far as I am con- 
cerned there were no other factors involved; none whatsoever. 

Senator Munpr. Could you add to that that there were no other 
factors influencing Mohn and there were no other factors of which 
you have any knowledge? 

Mr. Monn. At the time it occurred, there were no other factors that 
Thad any knowledge of; no. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Since then, as a result of our investigation, you 
imply you have learned about some other factors. 

Mr. Moun. Well, I want to give the committee credit for everything 
that they are entitled to. But I think if you will read the record, 
immediately following that or very soon after that, this became a 
political issue in New York, and certainly at that time we found out 
that there may have been other motives involved in obtaining these 
charters. 

Senator Munpt. The first information-—— 

Mr. Moun. That was long before this committee started its investi- 
gation. 

Senator Munor. The first information to that effect came either 
from Mr. Hickey or Mr. Lacey, or both, I presume ? 

Mr. Moun. I think the first indication that we had that there was 
any political activity in the New York joint council came from Mr. 
Lacey’s protest. There was no indication during the 2 weeks that I 
spent in New York that there was going to be a contest for the joint 
council presidency. There may have been people who knew about it, 
but I did not know about it. 
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Senator Munprt. Thank you. 

Senator Kennepy. You state that this did not become known to you, 
these facts, until afterward, Mr. Mohn ? 

Mr. Moun. That is right. 

Senator Krennevy. How long afterward? You say it became a 
matter of a political issue in New York. 

Mr. Moun. Well, the committee has all my files, which they have 
had since early this year, and I think there is a whole sequence of com- 
munications and correspondence that pretty well tells the story. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, let me ask you this: What action did 
you take, once you found out some of these facts that have been coming 
out, what action did you take to take away the charters? 

Mr. Moun. We did not take any action and take the charters away. 
When the protest had been made that these people were to be seated 
for the purpose of voting in this election—you have a copy of a letter 
the general president sent to the New York joint council, stating that 
he would not permit them to vote in this election. They never did 
vote in this election. Their ballots were never opened, to my knowl- 
edge, until this committee obtained them and opened them. They 
were never voted. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, in other words you are stating that 
once these facts became known to you and to the president, that you 
used your influence and the president used his to prevent these ballots 
from being counted in the election, to prevent these locals from being 
seated, and also—is that what you are saying ? 

Mr. Monrwn. I did not say that. You said that. 

Senator Kennepy. What did you say? 

Mr. Monn. I said we notified them that the ballots—if these people 
were going to vote, that the ballots were not to be counted, that they 
were to be kept in a separate file, that they were to be properly sealed, 
and they were to be held there. That is what we told them and that 
is exactly what happened. The ballots never were counted until the 
committee counted them. 

Senator Kennepy. On December 3, 1956, a year later, you are famil- 
iar with a wire that Mr. Dave Beck sent to Martin Lacey, saying that 
each of the locals involved is a duly chartered local union affiliated 
with the international brotherhood, and each has been such a local 
for approximately a year. 

Withholding by a joint council of recognition within that council 
to a duly chartered affiliated local union of the international brother- 
hood, and the failure of the joint council to recognize or seat qualified 
delegates of that local union, is contrary to the constitution of the 
international brotherhood. 

That does not seem to me, Mr. Mohn, that very much was done once 
these facts became known to prevent these charters from being main- 
tained, to prevent these delegates from being seated. 

Mr. Moun. We insisted that the local unions be seated in the joint 
council. From the very outset we insisted upon it. Our information, 
and I think substantiated by correspondence the committee has, in that 
the executive board of the joint council 16 met and that the majority of 
the board insisted upon that. They complained that the chairman at 
that time, Martin Lacey, had refused to go ahead and act upon the 
motion that had been adopted by a majority of the executive board. 
That is my recollection of what was in the files. 
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Senator Kmnnepy. The point I am getting at, Mr. Mohn, is that in 
1955 these charters were granted and you have given an accounting sa 
ing you did not realize some of the factors behind the granting of the 
charters. Now we have a year later this wire by Mr. Beck, and we 
have other indications through that year, that in spite of the fraud 
involved in granting these charters, that the pressure from the top was 
in favor of maintaining these charters. 

I am asking you, when the factors behind the issuance of these char- 
ters came to your saesmaemneies what action you took to repeal these 
charters. 

Mr. Moun. Well, of course, I can’t assume your premise in asking 
that question. You ' said there was fraud used in the granting of these 
charters. I don’t say that there was fraud used in the gr: unting of these 
charters. I say that we did not follow the agreement we had with joint 
council 16. 

Now, I think there is a vast difference between not following the 
agreement we had with joint council 16 and attributing to the interna- 
tional union fraud in the issuance of these charters. 

Senator Kennepy. You state that if you knew then what you know 
now, that you would still be in favor of these delegates being permitted 
to vote. 

Mr. Moun. I did not know at the time the charters were issued who 
the delegates were, and I didn’t know a year afterward who the dele- 
gates were. 

Senator Kennepy. I am not talking about who they were or what 
their names were. Did you know the conditions under which they 
were established ; these locals? 

Mr. Moun. I knew very little about it. 

Senator Kennepy. Now, if you knew then what you know now about 
it, would you be in favor of ‘these charters being granted and these 
deleg: utes being seated ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, I tried to tell you, Senator Kennedy, that if it 
hadn’t been for this impending merger convention these charters would 
have received the same consideration as any other charter that had been 
applied for. If that had been done, certainly we would have found out 
something about the conditions that existed in the community or the 
locality as to why they were asked for, one or more charters. 

Senator Kennepy. What would you have done then, Mr. Mohn ¢ 

Mr. Moun. We probably would have gotten ahold of our vice 
president in that area, and if we had a general organizer, and if it 
was a large joint council that functioned with full time help we 
would have gotten ahold of somebody and asked them to give us a 
report on what the reasons were for the requests for these “charters. 

Senator Kennepy. When did you do that; or did you ever do that? 

Mr. Monn. We have never done it. 

Senator Kennepy. You have never done it ? 

Mr. Moun. No, because shortly after that the matter got into liti- 
gation in the New York courts, and it was kicked around there for 
many months. Lacey maintained his office and there was no change 
in the joint council office, and I know of nothing that the joint coun- 
cil itself did or anybody else in the area to concern themselves after 
the matter of the election had been settled. I know of nothing that 
they did. 
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Senator Kennepy. No action was taken once these charters were 

ranted, and no action was taken by you or by anyone, to your 
Fnowledge, in the international against the people involved in the 
granting of these charters, once the facts behind the granting of the 
charters or behind the formation of the charters came to your atten- 
tion. No action was taken; is that correct ? 

Mr. Monn. No action has been taken. 

Senator KrNnepy. Now, Mr. Mohn, the last question: If you knew 
then what you know now, would you favor the granting of these 
charterers, or would you have favored them ? 

Mr. Monn. If the committee’s information is correct, and I as- 
sume it is correct, on some of the individuals that I have heard men- 
tioned over the radio and seen in the newspapers, no, I don’t think 
we would have granted the charters. 

Senator Krennepy. In other words, then, this information has not 
been available to you until the committee began its hearings? 

Mr. Moun. I knew none of the individuals or any of their history. 

Senator Kennepy. You stated that this was a matter of some 
public knowledge because it became a political issue. In other 
words, you are saying until this committee began these hearings 
these hebts brought out were not known to you. 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think that the New York joint council ever 
raised the question of the charters because of the individuals that, 
were involved. They raised the question of the charters because they 
represented votes. 

Senator Krennepy. Because of the individuals involved, and be- 
cause of the fact there were no members. Is that what they raised 
the issue ca 

Mr. Moun. I don’t know about the question of membership. I 
can give you our records. Whether this represents the actual mem- 
ber ship or not, I don’t know. These are the tax figures that have 
been paid to the international union since these locals were chartered. 

Local 258, they have paid 15,164 individual tax payments. Does 
the committee understand what I mean when I say “individual tax 
payments” ¢ 

The Cuamman. I think we do. What was the number. I did 
not get the number. 

Mr. Monn. 15,164. 

Senator Munpr. My understanding is that that means that there 
are fifteen-thousand-odd members and that is a per capita tax. 

Mr. Moun. No, that is not correct, Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. Will you explain, sir, so that we do know what 
you mean ¢ 

Mr. Monn. The international union charges 40-cents-per-member 
tax. This means there has been in this period of time that many 
individual payments for that many individual tax stamps. 

Senator-Munpr. How does that differ from what I said, that this 
was a per capita tax and it represented that many members ? 

Mr. Monn. It may not. One member could pay 2 months’ dues, 
and it would show on our records as representing two 40-cent pieces. 

Senator Munpr. It does not mean there were 15,000 members? 

Mr. Moun. No, sir: it does not. 

Mr. Kennepy. On that one, when did that begin ? 
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Mr. Moun. I believe, Mr. Kennedy, that this began with the month 
of November. Now, I don’t want to be held to that. 

Mr. Kennupy. 1955? 

Mr. Moun. Yes, 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you make any investigation at all to find out 
if any of these unions had any members, Mr. Mohn? 

Mr. Moun. J did not, personally. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now tell me, how could the merger 

Mr. Moun. I would like to finish this. 

Mr. Kennepy. Our records show it did not begin in November of 
1955, so if you are going to read some figures here, I think that they 
should be complete. 

Mr. Moun. They did not begin in November? 

Mr. Kennepy. No. We have the international records here, and 
actually there were no payments until January 12, 1956, and actually 
our investigation showed that it had no members at that time. 

Mr. Moun. Let me put it this way, maybe this will clarify it: Any 
payments that were made were made certainly not before November, 
and from November up until August 16, which is the latest figure I 
have. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, August of of 1956 is really the first time that 
any membership started to pay any per capita dues according to the 
records we have. 

Mr. Moun. I am not trying to make this reflect membership. I am 
trying to tell you that our records show that during this period of 
time, this is the amount of tax that they sent into our international 
union. 

Mr. Kennepy. We are not questioning, Mr. Mohn, that they did not 
have membership after July of 1956, because they did. They trans- 
ferred their membership over from the UAW-AFL unions. This is 
perfectly right, they did get membership and then when their charters 
were lifted in February of 1957, they got more membership. There 
is no question but what oy have been paying per capita dues. 

But the big question is back in 1955 when you say these charters 
were granted, what membership did they have at that time, and how 
possibly could the merger convention affect the granting of these 
charters ? 

Mr. Moun. I think it could. Now, let us get separated the question 
as far as membership is concerned. 

If I recollect, and I don’t look at the records down on the second 
floor too often, but if I recollect correctly there were some taxpayments 
made during November and December. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have them here, and there are none for the local 
that you mentioned. 

No. 1, I would like to say this: We have established the fact 
that there were no members; and No. 2, your records down in the inter- 
national show there were no members; and No. 3, when Mr. Hoffa came 
and requested that these charters be granted prior to the merger con- 
vention, that must have been because there was going to be membership 
coming into the teamsters, and you wanted to get them in prior to the 
merger convention. But that actually never happened. 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think that the fact that the membership was 
going to come in prior to the merger was the important factor. The 
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important factor as far as we were concerned was that these —— 
tions were already organizations in the UAW, chartered by the 
federation. 

Now, whatever jurisdiction they had on those charter grants from 
the federation, and whatever organizing jurisdiction that might in- 
clude, that was the important thing, and not whether they had 20 
members or 200 members. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there anything in any constitution that pre- 
vents the teamsters from setting up a local in New York City, estab- 
lishing a local in New York City after the merger convention ? 

Mr. Monn. Yes, we can do that; surely. 

Mr. Krennepy. What was the difference between establishing a local 
in November or in December of 1955, and establishing a local in 
February of 1956? 

Mr. Moun. At the time the charters were issued, we thought or we 
believed that there were members. 

Mr. Krnnepy. That is the point, then, and now you are comin 
back. You had to have as a prerequisite the fact that they ha 
membership: is that right? 

Mr. Moun. No, we did not have to have a prerequisite, and there 
isn’t anything in our constitution that spells out how many members 
you have to have to grant a charter. 

Mr. Krennepy. I am not saying that. But if the argument that you 
had to have this, or had to have these locals granted prior to the merger 
convention is to hold up, these locals must have had to have member- 
ship. 

Mr. Monn. At least we must have thought that they had. 

Mr. Krennepy. Did you think that they had membership? 

Mr. Moun. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who told you that they had membership ? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t know if anybody specifically told me. 

Mr. Kennepy. You mean to tell the committee that you granted 
these charters to individuals for locals, seven different locals, and you 
didn’t even inquire whether they had any membership or not ? 

Mr. Moun. I didn’t tell the committee that, and I don’t intend to 
tell the committee that. I am saying that these organizations as far 
as my knowledge was concerned, were former organizations affiliated 
with the VAW-AFL. I had every reason to believe, that that being 
so, they were going to transfer organizations over lock, stock, and 
barrel, including members. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you told that ? 

Mr. Moun. What? 

Mr. Kennepy. Were you told that ? 

Mr. Monn. I can’t say I was specifically told that. 

Mr. Kennepy. This was all an assumption on Einar Mohn’s part 
and that is why these charters were granted ? 

Mr. Monn. No. I think now you are trying to ask me questions that 
are a little unfair. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am trying to find out. Mr. Mohn, looking at the 
chart, these charters were granted to seven different groups of indi- 
viduals, and they had no membership at all. Two of the locals, 
295 and 275, came out of teamster locals. 

Mr. Monn. That is right. 
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Mr. Kennepy. They split up, and there wasn’t any merger problem 
there. 

Mr. Moun. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. For the other five, there wasn’t any merger prob- 
lem for 651 because that charter was granted to an employee of a 
liquor store, who had never had any labor experience whatsoever. That 
was Nat Gordon. He never had any labor experience. 

Mr. Moun. If I recollect, he made the application for a charter, 
whoever made it, and that charter never functioned. 

Mr. Kennepy. You granted that charter to him, and with instruc- 
tions—or gave later instructions that the officers of that local should be 
permitted to be seated so that they could vote in the election ? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t think we said they were to be seated so they 
could vote in the election. If they are affiliates of the international 
union, they must affiliate with the joint council if one exists in the area, 

Mr. Kennepy. So this is a man in local 651, and an employee of a 
liquor store, absolutely no membership, and you sent a telegram on 
January 9, 1956, that this is one of the locals that should affiliate with 
the joint council and, therefore, be permitted to vote in the election. 

Mr. Moun. You are assuming that I knew all of this when I issued 
the charter and.I didn’t. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you just assume that 651 had membership, for 
instance ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Yes, I assumed they had membership. 

Mr. Kennepy. What about 258, 269, 284, and 362, the last four? 
None of them had any membership until July of 1956. 

Mr. Moun. Now, 1 think there is a lot of difference between looking 
at this thing sitting here today, when it has been well publicized, ad- 
vertised, and investigated and a lot of attention drawn to it, and 
knowing what we did about it at the time that the charters were issued. 

The issuance of six charters in the International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters was not any tremendous, earthshaking thing to do. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, either you were being imposed upon, 
either the international was being imposed upon, or you arrived at an 
assumption on which there was no basis in fact. 

Either Mr. Hoffa told you that these locals were going to have 
membership or he did not. Now, if he did not, that means that you 
reached an assumption that had no basis in fact. 

Mr. Moun. I perhaps did. I may have reached an assumption that, 
looking back now at it with the knowledge you people have and that 
I have. I would not have reached. That is possible. 

Mr. Kennepy. When the question was raised on December 15—— 

Mr. Moun. Let us try to keep this in context now. We are inquiring 
now as to the knowledge that was had of this prior to and at the time 
it was done. We are not discussing this now as to what you think 
about it or I think about it today. 

We are talking about now, the facts as they were at the time that 
this took place. 

Mr. Kennepy. You granted 7 charters, Mr. Mohn, which you agreed 
were very valuable instruments, and you granted 7 charters and at least 
up to now it looks like you granted the 7 charters without any investi- 
gation of your own at all. 

You granted them to seven groups of individuals that had no 
membership. Now, I am taking you up to December 15, 1955. 
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Senator McNamara. Getting back a little bit to the issuance: of 
the ch: arters, will you tell me the present status of the charter issued 
to local 295% Ts it still in existence ? 

Mr. Motiw. Yes, it is. 

Senator McNamara. Do they have a membership ? 

Mr. Monn. Yes, they do. 

Senator McNamara. Is it a subordinate body to 808, or is it an 
independent ? 

Mr. Monn. It is an individual local union. 

Senator McNamara. Then it is in existence and it is still operating ? 

Mr. Monn. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. This McNamara that we had here is still with 
it? 

Mr. Monn. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. He is one of the officers of it ? 

Mr. Moun. So far as I know, Senator. 

Senator McNamara. Do I understand from your line of question- 
ing quite a bit back, that you thought these charters were issued much 
after November 8, the date on the charter ¢ 

Mr. Monn. That was my understanding, Senator. 

Senator McNamara. Then we are to believe 

Mr. Moun. The physical issuance of the charters did not take place 
until sometime toward the latter part of November. That is my 
understanding. 

Senator McNamara. When you refer to the physical issuing of 
them, you said that you assumed that somebody came down. 

Mr. Monn. Mr. Chairman, I would like to raise one objection. I 
try to be very cooperative with the press, and I know a lot of them, 
and they are very fine fellows, but I can see no necessity for these 
people sitting right down here in front. Everytime I want to scratch 
my ear, they want to take a picture. 

The Crarmman. Your request is granted and the photographers 
will take no more pictures while the witness testifies. 

Mr. Moun. Thank you. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Senator McNamara. If they are not going to take any pictures, 
would there be any objection ‘to asking them to move, because they’ 
are between me and the witness and perhaps they disturb us a little 
bit. That is, if they are not going to be taking pictures. 

The Cuarrman. Move out of the line of contact, please. 

Senator McNamara. The question I was asking you was this: You 
indicated that you believed the charters were issued after November 
8? 

Mr. Monn. I did. 

Senator McNamara. You referred to the belief that you have, 
some individual came down here and picked the charters up in 
Washington ? 

Mr. Moun. I do. 

Senator McNamara. Now, you use the term in answer to my ques- 
tion, “physical issuance of them.” You are referring to the incident 
where the man came down and picked them up. You believe that 
was later than November 8. 

Mr. Monn. Yes, sir. 
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Senator McNamara. Much later? Was it weeks later? 

Mr. Moun. I would say at least 2 weeks later. 

Senator McNamara. Is it customary to issue a charter as of the 
date on which the application was dated when the charter finally 
issued? Isit customar procedure to do that ? 

Mr. Moun. I wouldn’t say that you could find anything to sub- 
stantiate that it would be or it wouldn’t be. Many times we get a 
charter application sent to us in the mail. It may be 2 weeks or 4 
weeks or 6 weeks or 6 months later before we decide to issue that 
charter. 

Senator McNamara. But in this case 

Mr. Moun. Then you can have the reverse of that. You may find 
a vice president or an organizer who will come to the office and he 
has already gathered up what he believes to be sufficient information, 
and the charter is issued and he may take the charter back with him 
when he goes back to his area. 

Senator McNamara. In any event, you think that the charters 
generally bear the date of the actual issuance of the charter and not 
the date of the application ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Moun. No; I don’t think that they necessarily have to do 
that. I think that in many instances, because especially when people 
are transferring from another organization they may have some 
physical reasons why they want a certain date to appear on that 
charter. 

It may have to do with a contract expiration date, or it may have 
to do with several things that make it perfectly valid that they would 
want that date rather than the date that was actually made out or 
delivered from our headquarters. 

Senator McNamara. As far as the date on this charter is concerned, 
even though you believe that it was subsequent to the date shown on 
the charters, you think this is not an unusual procedure? 

Mr. Moun. No, I don’t; and I don’t think that the difference be- 
tween the 8th and what I believe to be the date they were delivered— 
and I tried to, at great length, inform the staff when they interviewed 
me on this question that that was so. 

Senator McNamara. Who had the authority to issue charters? 
That is besides the general president ? 

Mr. Moun. The general president’s office has to approve the issuance 
of a charter. 

Senator McNamara. And they are given in his name? 

Mr. Moun. That’s right. 

Senator McNamara. And he was the only one authorized? Does 
not the secretary-treasurer have the authority under your constitution 
to issue charters? 

Mr. Monn. I think the constitution, if you read it, literally says so, 
but it has not been practiced, and we are correcting that in the redraft- 
ing of our constitution because it is an administrative function, and 
certainly ought to be solely controlled by the person who is in charge 
of the physical administration of the organization. 

Senator McNamara. I am asking you the question and probably I 
did not phrase it well. As of the date of issuance of this charter, did 
anybody other than the general president have authority to issue 
charters? 
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Mr. Moun. No; we are not shirking that responsibility in the gen- 
eral president’s office at all. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know who issued these charters? You 
did not know it? 

Mr. Moun. I was not there when they were physically issued. 

Senator McNamara. Was President Beck in Washington on that 
date, do you know ? 

Mr. Moun. No, I don’t think that he was, Senator, and I didn’t 
check his calendar and I checked my own before I came down here. 

Senator McNamara. Is Joint Council No. 16 a chartered body of the 
international ? 

Mr. Moun. It is. 

Senator McNamara. Do you know who issued that charter ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, that goes back an awful lot of years. 

Senator McNamara. Does it? 

Mr. Moun. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. It is an old institution ? 

Mr. Monn. It certainly is. I wouldn’t hazard a guess, but that goes 
back to the early days. 

Senator McNamara. That would be prior to Dave Beck being 
president ? 

Mr. Moun. Many, many years prior to that. 

Senator McNamara. You used the phrase, “political issue,” that this 
thing became a political issue in New York. 

I take it that you are referring to union political issues and not po- 
litical issue in the general sense of the word. 

Mr. Monn. I am not involving the mayor or the Governor. 

Senator McNamara. Without involving the mayor or the Governor, 
there is a common interpretation put on ‘political issue,” and you are 
talking about a union political issue; is that right? 

Mr. Moun. Yes; and there have been lots of them in joint council 
16, believe me. 

Senator McNamara. I am sure you want the record to show that 
you are using this phrase not in the general sense of a political issue, 
but union politics. 

Mr. Moun. That’s right; internal polities. 

Senator McNamara. I think that is all at that point. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just get back and following it through, let us assume 
that what you say is correct, that these locals did have membership at 
that time, and that is what you believed that these locals did have 
membership. What in the constitution is there to prevent these locals 
from transferring over after the merger? 

Mr. Moun. Well—— 

Mr. Kennepy. What section of the constitution, AFL-CIO consti- 
tution prevents that ? 

Mr. Moun. There is nothing to prevent them, but it would have to 
be a voluntary act on the part of that international union. 

Certainly, the constitution provides and encourages the voluntary 
merger, amalgamation of organization, but on the other hand lacking 
that, their rights are certainly very specifically protected both as to 
the entity of the organization that existed prior to the merger, and 
this has been, at least to us, a very troublesome section of the new con- 
stitution, because nobody seems to be able to define it—it grants to them 
their organizational jurisdiction, whatever that means. 
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Mr.. Kennepy. Now, did you understand that the international 
would oppose these locals transferring over to the teamsters? 

Mr. Moun. I did not understand that. I had no information as to 
what the international might want to or might not want todo. I had 
no information on that. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well then, despite the fact that there was a merger 
of the AFL-CIO, if these locals wanted to transfer over in December 
1955, and if that was the reason, when these locals wanted to transfer 
over in December of 1955 or January of 1956, or even after your 
joint council election, they could do so; could they not? 

Mr. Moun. Provided their national union had approved, and I 
would assume—and I am not an expert on this AFL-CIO constitu- 
tion—I would assume that it would also imply approval by the AFL- 
CIO to be assured that two organizations would not get together and 
do so at the detriment of somebody else’s jurisdiction. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did Mr. Hoffa tell you whether the international 
was approving or disapproving of this? 

Mr. Moun. He did not. 

Mr. Kennepy. He did not mention it? 

Mr. Moun. He did not mention it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, as I understand it, he did say that these officials 
of these UAW-AFL locals wanted to transfer over into the teamsters ? 

Mr. Moun. I can’t and I am not going to attempt to go back and 
reconstruct for you what was said on that particular day, because my 
memory is not that good. We did not discuss a great deal of detail in 
connection with these, and we were discussing the transferring over 
of organizations presently affiliated, with the exception of those that 
we split off from our own group, affiliated with the UAW. 

Mr. Kennepy. You said that you discussed the merger, isn’t that 
correct, and you read three sections of it. 

Mr. Monn. Yes, sir; and we discussed the merger. 

Mr. Kennepy. You and Mr. Hoffa discussed it ? 

Mr. Moun. We have discussed the merger and in the official family 
of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters for at least a year prior 
to its taking place, and we are not through discussing it yet. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, when Mr. Hoffa spoke to you with these 
locals you discussed the merger, did you? 

Mr. Moun. Yes, sir; we did, and we discussed the merger. 

Mr. Kennepy. You discussed it in connection with these locals, 

Mr. Moun. Only to the extent that they should be transferred over 
prior to the merger so we would not have the problems that are con- 
tained in article 3, those sections which I read. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did that imply, therefore, that the international 

was going to oppose these locals from coming over ¢ 

Mr. Moun. I don’t say it implied they would oppose or approve. 
It was discussed. 

Mr. Kennepy. But if there was no problem of a merger, Mr. Mohn, 
as you say, unless the international is going to oppose, that is about 
transferring. And so, if Mr. Hoffa said to. you, “We have got to do 
this before the merger,” there must have been indicated to you or 
indicated to both of you, that this was going to be opposed by the 
international. 

Mr. Moun. I suppose, from an academic point of view it would 
appear very simple, but from a practical trade union point of view it 
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isn’t that simple. There are always problems involved when you dis- 
cuss mergers, and when you discuss jurisdiction. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well now, going beyond that, all that in fact was 
done in the granting of these charters was the giving of charters to 
former officials of the UAW-AF L; isn’t that right ? ¢ That in fact, is 
what was done. 

Mr. Moun. If I assume now the facts as you have stated them, that 
there was no membership there, that is in effect what happened. 

Mr. Kennepy. Looking back on it, is that what you expected would 
happen ? 

Mr. Moun. No; it is not what I expected would happen at all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Coming up to December 15, 1955, Mr. Martin Lacey 
sent a telegram to you requesting the charter applications, to find out 
what the jurisdiction of these people was, and to find out the back- 
ground of these people. 

Could you tell us why you never sent those charter applications to 
Mr. Lacey in the joint council ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, we held it up. We did not send them. As I said 
before, there was a big political controversy brewing in joint council 
16. We had lived through a few of those before. It was always our 
experience that Lacey and O’Rourke over the years had many fights, 
and they would appear to outsiders to be very bitter fights. 

But if you concerned yourself, or the international union concerned 
itself, in their fights, they quickly got together to protect themselves 
from anybody from the outside being concerned. 

That has been the history of joint council 16. Just as a matter of 
information at our 1952 convention, when we all supported Vice Presi- 
dent Hickey, including Vice President Hoffa who supported him, 
you had Lacey trying to elect O’Rourke in Hickey’s place. 

In this election that took place in joint council 16, you had Vice 
President Hickey supporting Lacey. Now, as I understand it, at least 
the delegates of Martin Lacey’s local union, whether he himself is 
going to participate or not, have now turned around and they are 
going to support O'Rourke to defeat Hickey. 

Now, we don’t get too serious about politics up in joint council 16. 
We left them strictly alone. 

The Carman. Let me ask you one question at that point. The 
fact that they might be on different political sides at one time or 
another time they might support each other or be together—what does 
that have to do with withholding from the joint council records in 
the international office, to which it is entitled to a copy ? 

I would certainly assume that it is entitled to know who is char- 
tered, and what locals are chartered in its jurisdiction. 

Mr. Moun. I think someplace in your files, Senator McClellan, you 
will find a telegram that was sent to joint council 16. 

The Cuarrman. We have that telegram, which was sent something 
over a month I believe after the letter was written, about 5 weeks 
after the letter was written. 

Mr. Monn. It might have been that long. 

The Cuarrman. We have that. 

Mr. Monn. I don’t know the date. 

The CuarrMan. But it did not throw very much light on the sub- 
ject as to why the charters were not sent or any information given 
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about them. I just cannot see, with O’Rourke and Lacey fighting one 
time and not fighting the next, why the officials of joint council 16 
were not entitled to have the information that you had an agreement 
with them they should have even before the charters were issued. 

Mr. Moun. I think the first issue that they were concerned about 
was that these people not be allowed to vote. We certainly acted 
expeditiously on that and they were not permitted to vote. 

Contrary to some of the press reports that have come out of these 
hearings, that these are the people that elected O’Rourke, they did 
not vote. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, they did vote. There is a question about 
whether they were counted or not, and they got into a lawsuit up there 
about them voting. 

Mr. Moun. They did vote, I stand corrected, and their ballots were 
not counted. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can we get back to my question, please? 

On December 15, Mr. Lacey wrote a letter speaking for the joint 
council, and requested from you or from the international copies of 
the applications of these various locals. 

Why didn’t you send that to him? Why didn’t you send copies of 
those applications to the joint council ? 

If the only question here, or the only reason you rushed it and by- 
passed the joint council, in November, and bypassed Hickey in Novem- 
ber, was because of the merger convention why after that didn’t you 
send them copies of the application ? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t know that I have any specific reason, except 
that we weren’t in any hurry about it. If I recall the telegram was 
sent stating that there were too many charters for the membership 
involved, and I recommended that they ought to be consolidated and 
reduced. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand and I am going to come to that, and 
you say that you have no explanation for not sending that 
information ? 

Mr. Moun. I have no definite reason to give you why, and it wasn’t 
done. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then, on January 9, 1956, you sent a telegram to 
joint council 16, and you said that you had found that the membership 
of these various locals was very small and you were contemplating 
consolidating them. 

Mr. Moun. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Therefore, at that time, you must have made an in- 
vestigation ; had you not ? 

Mr. Moun. I didn’t need to, and we had taken the tax reports as 
they were coming in. 

Mr. Kennepy. The tax reports showed they didn’t have any member- 
ship. 

Mr. Moun. I think that you will find that there were some members 
reported on the tax forms at that time. I believe so. I could be in 
error. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now as of the time, at the time you sent the telegram 
on January 9, did you have any membership? The first membership 
that is shown on here, at all, is January 12, 1956, which in fact is in- 
accurate, but you didn’t have any membership on January 9, according 
to your own records. 











IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4831 


Mr. Moun. Then I must have found out from somebody that the 
membership was very small. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who did you find out from, Mr. Mohn ? 

Mr. Moun. Mr. Kennedy, I couldn’t tell you who gave me that 
specific information. I just couldn’t tell you that. It might have 
been from any number of people. 

Mr. Kennepy. They requested the applications for charter and 
asked you to look into the matter and you didn’t bother doing anything 
about that, and then you send them a telegram on January 9 and said 
you understand that the membership in these locals was small, but 
now you can’t give any explanation where you found that information 
out. 

Mr. Moun. Someplace, and where the figure comes from I don’t 
know atthe moment. But someplace, the overall figure of 1,500 mem- 
bers in 6 local unions sticks in my mind. Where that figures came 
from, I don’t know. 

Mr. Kennepy. I don’t know, either. 

Mr. Moun. I don’t, but that was the figure I had in my mind. I 
can’t tell you where I got it. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Mohn, the Chair presents to you a ledger 
sheet, I assume that would be the correct title of it, and I understand 
it is an original out of the records of the international, and I would 
like to get you to identify that, if you will, and we will make it an 
exhibit so that we will keep a record here of what we are talking about 
and what we are questioning you about. 

(A document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t keep the records down there, and I am sure 
however that this is taken right from our files, and it looks like it is. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. That will be made exhibit 
No. 154 for reference. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 154” for 
reference and may be found in the files of the select committee.) 

Mr. Kennepy. We have these other locals here, Mr. Chairman. 

For 269, the first membership is shown to be on the 13th of 
January. 

The CHamman. Let me present these to you. 

I present to you photostatic copies of the same records, apparently, 
for local 269, and ask you to examine that one, and see if you identify 
it. 

Also for 284, 295, 275, and 262. 

(Documents were handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Moun. I know the committee obtained these, and I am per- 
fectly willing to agree that those are the records they obtained, and 
my identification would be worth very little. 

The Cuarrman. They may be made exhibits 115—A, B, C, D, and E 
for reference. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits No. 155—A, B, 
©, D, and E,” for reference and may be found in the files of the select 
committee. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. On January 9, you also said to Mr. Lacey that you 
were forwarding the copies of the charter applications, and you 
told him on January 9 that you would forward that information to 
him and to the joint council. 
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Have you ever done that? 
Mr. Monn. I don’t think that it has been for mally done yet. 
Mr. Kennepy. But that is 19 months ago. 

Mr. Moun. I didn’t count it up, but it some time ago. 

Now I think it is only fair to say when you ask that question, that it 

rasn’t long following that that the whole matter became involved 
in litigation in New York, and there were charges flying back and 
forth between these two factions, and we just made up our minds to 
stay out of it until something jelled in New York. 

The Cuarrman. It wouldn't have been a good idea to stay out of it 
and not condone it. Would it not have been a good idea to have 
withdrawn the charters? 

Mr. Moun. Well, we could hardly have stayed out of it, if we had 
withdrawn the charters. 

The Cratrman. I don’t see how you could stay out of it, if you 
have the charters in existence. 

Mr. Monn. If the theory that the committee has been working on 
is that the charters were issued to help O’Rourke, we certainly w ould 
have been partisan if we had got into it at this stage of the game. 

The Cratrman. You were partisan when you got into it in the 
first stage of the game, if that is what it was for. 

Mr. Moun. It was not partisan as far as I am concerned. 

The Cratrman. I didn’t say as far as you were concerned, but if 
that is the purpose of it to begin with, it is partisan to begin with. 
It was conceived in partisanship. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Mohn, is there any minimum number of 
members that have to belong to a local union before you can get a 
charter ? 

Mr. Moun. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Well, is it the policy of the international to grant 
a charter with the only members being the officers of the union? 

Mr. Monn. Yes, we have granted charters with only the charter 
members themselves were members, but we were trying to organize 
that particular group of workers, and there is nothing unusual about 
that. 

Senator Munor. I am just thinking in terms of how this reflects 
itself in the votes, let us say, of an international convention, since you 
are going to hold one in September. Does a local get some votes in 
an international convention even though it doesn’t have any members* 

Mr. Moun. The votes of a local union are based upon the tax 
that they have paid, over the period since the last convention. 

Senator Munpr. Let us take a hypothetical case, local 100, Omaha, 
Nebr. This is a hypothetical case. Five people in Omaha get to- 
gether and apply for a charter and they make themselves president 
and vice president and secretary- -treasurer and two trustees, and you 
grant them a charter. 

Does that local have any votes at a convention such as you are hav- 
ing in September ? 

Mr. Moun. They would have to have seven to hold a charter, 
Senator. 

Senator Munpr. All right—seven. 

Mr. Monn. If they had maintained that charter for a period of 6 
months, they would be entitled to 1 vote. 
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Senator Munpr, Now, if they were a regular union, and suppose 
they have 200 members—how many votes would they have? 

Mr. Moun. They are entitled to 1 vote for every 750 members or 
major fraction thereof. 

And we have a membership of 1.4 million now, and so I don’t think 
that these 6 local unions could, or is, going to influence the outcome 
at our international convention. 

Senator Munpr. I am just trying to establish in my own mind 
whether or not constitutional safeguards were needed in your organi- 
zation, to prevent some international officers who might have com- 
petition from willy nilly offering to charter a lot of unions to per- 
petuate themselves. He would have to put in a whale of a lot of 
local charters. 

Mr. Moun. He would have to get an awful lot of them, Senator 
Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. That is what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. Monn. Yes, he would. 

Senator McNamara. To your knowledge, Mr. Mohn, up to now, did 
anybody ever admit issuing these charters? 

Mr. Moun. Admit issuing them ? 

Senator McNamara. Yes. Has someone taken the responsibility 
for the physical issuing? 

Mr. Monn. I think | stated earlier that I am not going to shirk that 
responsibility. Those charters were issued out of the general presi- 
dent’s office, and that includes me and the general president. 

Senator McNamara. But you do not know whether you or the 
general president or the secretary-treasurer or somebody else did it? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t think that that is too important. They would 
not have been issued if approval hadn’t been given by the general 
president’s office. 

Senator McNamara. Then I take it that your answer implies that 
you do not think it possible that someone obtained these forms and 
filled them out without any authority from the international office ? 

Mr. Moun. No. Nobody sneaked into the building under cover 
of darkness and walked off with the charters. That was not done. 

Senator McNamara. I do not know why you say “sneaked into the 
building under the cover of darkness.” I did not have anything like 
that in mind. 

Mr. Monn. I know. But nobody could have gotten them out of 
there without the approval of the general president’s office. 

Senator McNamara. One of the employees could not have taken 
them out and given them to somebody if they met them in a restau- 
rant? That would be impossible ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, I suppose a lot of things are possible. I don’t 
think it would be very probable. 

Senator McNamara. Did I understand correctly from what you 
have said that it is compulsory on the part of every local union to 
become a member of the joint council in their area? 

Mr. Moun. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. It is not optional with the local union as to 
whether they become, in New York City, part of jomt council 16 
or not? 

We have had some testimony previously that indicated that they 
were not compelled to belong to joint council 16 and it came about in 
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connection with the issuance of charters around joint council 16, and 
they never did become affiliated with joint council 16. 

Mr. Moun. Well, our constitution, as I read it, and as it has been 
interpreted, pr ovides that a local union, if a joint council exists in that 
area—you couldn’t require a local union in Kansas City to affiliate 
with the joint council in Chicago. That would be physically 
impossible. 

senator McNamara. That is right. 

Mr. Moun. But if there is a joint council in the area, they must 
affiliate with the joint council. There is good reason for that. 

Senator McNamara. Automatically, or do they have a specified 
length of time? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t think that it is spelled out as to 30 days or 60 
davs. 

Senator McNamara. Then this condition that I t: alked about, pre- 
viously testified to, could actually be the circumstance in New York 
City? They might have had a charter for a Jocal union and not have 
become affiliated with joint council 16 because of the time element 
involved ¢ 

Mr. Monn. Well, I think that the big reason that these local unions 
didn’t affiliate with the joint council up there is because the matter 
got into litigation, and everything was just left in status quo. If 
they had resolved their issues without going to court, there would 
have been an entirely different story written here. 

I think, and this is supposition now, I am just thinking, I think 
instead of resorting to litigation, that they would have “found an 
answer to amalgamating the membership that either was in these lo- 
cals or that was going ‘to come into these local unions into existing 
local unions, and at least eliminate the need for 6 or 7 charters to take 
care of this jurisdiction. I think that all would have come about. 

But they elected to go into court and litigate the question. 

Senator McN vyrara. In the normal process, however, there is no 
option with the local union. As soon as they get a charter, they are 
automatically members of the joint council ? 

Mr. Monn. You say as soon as. That might be a reasonable period 
of time. But they must affiliate with a joint council in the area if one 
exists. 

Senator McNamara. That is your setup ? 

Mr. Moun. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. You say there is a good reason for that, Mr. Mohn. 
What is the reason ? 

Mr. Moun. There is a very good reason for that, because a joint 
council has certain constitutional functions that it must perform, it 
is the joint council’s responsibility to Pee ‘form. 

One of those is the question of trials and appeals from trials held in 
local unions. They must go to the joint council. 

The other, and perhaps the most important function of a joint 
council, is that a joint coune il is the body that is constitutionally set 
up in the first instance to deal with Jur isdictional problems that arise 
between local unions within that area 

Senator Munpr. By joint council, is that meant to imply that it is 
a joint council representing all of the teamsters unions in the area, or 
is it all labor unions? 
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Mr. Moun. No, when I refer to a joint council, it only represents 
our teamster unions in that area. 

Senator Munpr. It isa sort of umpire of disputes within the union ? 

Mr. Moun. It has certain constitutional powers that are granted to 
it, and that is one of them, subject to appeal to our general executive 
board. 

Senator Munpr. In the city of New York, I suppose there is some 
other kind of joint council, is there not, that represents all branches of 
organized labor ? 

Mr. Moun. They have a city “central body” or city “federation.” I 
don’t know what term they use in New York. 

Senator Munpr. There is no relationship between that and what we 
are talking about here? 

Mr. Moun. No. One of the big problems in New York, as long as 
you are talking about the joint council and its functions, is that the 
New York joint council has never functioned in assuming their re- 
sponsibility to straighten our jurisdictional lines. 

That has been one of our big problems up there. 

There was no good reason oie the UAW should get any organiza- 
tion work even started in this field. That was more properly our 
jurisdiction than theirs. 

If our people had been doing their job in New York, in my opinion 
they would have been out there organizing these industries instead of 
letting somebody else do it. 

The Cuamman. Senator Ives? 

Senator Ives. Mr. Mohn, I would like to ask you a question that may 
be a rather leading question. Are you acquainted with John 
Dioguardi ? 

Mr. Moun. I have met John Dioguardi, Senator Ives, I think on 
four occasions. 

Senator Ives. Have you ever had anything to do with him on those 
occasions, outside of just meeting him ? 

Mr. Moun. I will be glad to tell you how I met him, under what 
conditions I met hin. 

Senator Ives. I wish you would, because Dioguardi seems to be the 
one that has caused a lot of this trouble up there. 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t know Mr. Dioguardi. When I say, “I know 
him,” I don’t know him. I came out here in 1953, and I met Dioguardi 
for the first time in New York when there was a question arose as to 
whether the UAW should have jurisdiction over cabdrivers in New 
York or whether the teamsters should have it. I remember I went out 
with a group of the officers—at least that is what I understood they 
were—of the UAW’s cabdrivers local union, and John Dioguardi was 
with them. 

We took a little tour of the city. He showed me some of the places 
that they were organizing. They had one company out on strike. I 
don’t remember the name of the company. 

We went by that to see how many cabs they had tied up that were 
in the barn, saw the picket line, and then he drove me on out to the 
airport and I got on an airplane and came back to Washington. 

Senator Ives. Was Mr. Hoffa with you at that time? 

Mr. Moun. No; he was not. 

Senator Ives. What was the next time you met Dioguardi? 
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Mr. Moun. I met him down in Florida, and I believe that this was 
during the winter. It was either in December of 1954—I think it was 
the winter of that year, anyway. They were having a jurisdictional 
dispute. One of the NAW locals was having a jurisdictional dispute 
with one of eur organizations in New York, and Tony Doria and 
Johnny Dio spoke to me about it very briefly at Miami. 

Senator Ives. Was Mr. Hoffa there ? 

Mr. Moun. No, he was not. 

Senator Ives. What was the next time you met him or had a con- 
ference with him, Dioguardi ? 

Mr. Moun. I met him here in Washington at a restaurant with 
another individual. I happened to stay downtown for dinner with 
this other individual and we ran into him. 

Senator Ives. What was the purport of your meetings with him? 
You indicated more or less what you had to say in the first one. What 
did you have to say in some of the others? Did you find him to be 
the kind of character that he has been found to be? 

Mr. Monn. No, not at the meetings I had with him. He could 
have been any labor representative from anywhere. 


Senator Ives. You knew nothing about his record at that time? 

Mr. Monn. I did not. 

Senator Ives. You did not realize he was getting your people into 
a lot of trouble up there? Did you? 

Mr. Monn. I did not. 

Senator Ives. Thank you. 

The CuHarrman. Gentlemen, let us proceed. 

Let counsel develop the testimony a little further. 

Mr. Kennepy. Coming to January 9th, your telegram, and then 
Mr. Lacey’s telegram back to you starts out: 


Your chatty and interesting but belated telegram of January 9 with reference 
to our serious letter of December 15 last to Dave Beck, general president received. 

We know how busy our international president is but when 125,000 members 
represented through this joint council make an important and significant request 
to him such as was done in our letter of December 15, we are puzzled why he 
does not reply so that constitutionally provided reviews, if necessary, can be 
followed. 

Many of us here think that fraud and deception have been utilized in seeking 
charters from the international and there is even the possibility that a major 
conspiracy directed to the detriment of this joint council and of the international, 
may be involved. 

As solid trade unionists we want to protect our members, improve their con- 
ditions and fight in the basic union way for the people we represent and do not 
want to be party to or subjected to the establishment of any clique or block 
control of manpower for intra- or inter-union politics. 

Although suspicion has been aroused by your belated telegram, which you must 
admit is meaningless, but which we assume is intended to be kindly, we still must 
follow in the mandate of our joint council and demand as to the seven alleged 
charters which say were issued, the copies of the applications for such charters, 
per capita payments made, copies of the alleged charters which we assume will 
outline the “jurisdiction” purportedly granted, and the names and addresses of 
the individuals at whose behest said alleged charters have been issued. The 
joint council will continue to table applications of such alleged locals until there 
is a thorough examination, we hope with the cooperation of the international 
union, of the applicants. 

Please therefore request our general president, Dave Beck, to comply with our 
letter of December 15, 1955, and furnish the information requested and indicated 
herein promptly, and at the same time, express the agreement which was made 
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with our council regarding the issuance of new charters a letter to this council 
dated June 16, 1954, should serve to refresh his recollection of this agreement. 


MARTIN LACEY, 
President, Joint Council No. 16 of I. B. T., 265 West 14th Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

Here he makes, once again, a request for the seven alleged charters, 
copies of the applications of such charters, per capita payments made, 
copies of the alleged charters which we assume will outline the juris- 
diction. Why during this period of time when you could see that 
they felt so strongly about it, Mr. Mohn, if there was any other reason 
other than to affect the election in New York, why wasn’t this informa- 
tion forwarded to the joint council ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t know why Lacey had to resort to the for- 
mality of sending wires when, for a long period of time, he new 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, I am not interested in how he got in touch 
with you. This is what he did. Why didn’t you furnish him the in- 
formation ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, we elected not to at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who is “we”? 

Mr. Moun. I think the general president was absent. I don’t think 
he was around at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. You decided, then ? 

Mr. Moun. Pardon? 

Mr. Kennepy. You decided on your own not to furnish that infor- 
mation to the joint council ? 

Mr. Moun. No. I think when the general president came back— 
I don’t have the chronology, Mr. Kennedy—there was a wire sent 
which stated that he was willing to set up a committee to go into this 
whole matter in New York. 

(At this point, Senator McClellan withdrew from the hearing room. ) 

Mr. Kennepy. That is later in February. I am talking about 
January 9, to the end of January. 

First, the request had been made on December 15. The only 
answer that they got to that was your telegram of January 9, some 
20 days later. 

Mr. Moun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. In which you tell the joint council that regarding 
these locals they are in good standing with the international union 
and should be accorded all the rights and privileges of local unions 
in good standing. In other words, they should be permitted to vote 
in the election. They should affiliate with the joint council and be 
permitted to vote in the election. Then they renew their request of 
January 10 and you make no reply, at least until the end of January. 

Can you tell the committee why, if the only reason was to beat the 
merger, why you never furnished any of this information during this 
period of time? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t think what happened after the merger conven- 
tion has anything to do with beating the merger. 

Mr. Kennepy. Why did you not furnish him this information ? 

Mr. Monn. Well, we elected not do it at that particular time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, now. Why? 

Mr. Moun. I have no other reason to give you except that it was 
a very confused situation in New York. You had an executive board 
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of the joint council that, by a majority vote, was acting one way and 
Lacey was acting the other. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, they are not asking you to interfere. 
All they are asking at this time is ‘for you to furnish the information, 
the basic infor mation, which they had a right to, which you had agreed 
in June of 1954 that even prior to fhe time of issuing the charters 
you would give them this information. 

Why, when they requested the information on December 15, and 
you didn’t send it to them then for 3 weeks, and they requested it 
again on January 10, why didn’t you furnish the information at that 
time, if your motive was other than to try to influence the election ? 

(At this point, Senator McClellan entered the hearing room. ) 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think that is a fair question. 

Mr. paca Then you tell the committee why you did not furnish 
the information to them. 

Mr. Moun. I don’t want to have motives imputed to me by answers. 
You are certainly at liberty to ask any questions you want. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, why did you not furnish the information ? 

Mr. Monn. I have no specific reason in mind, Mr. Kennedy, except 
that as I understand it, the executive board up there was meeting quite 
often, and the majority of the executive board was going one way and 
Lacey was going the other. We probably just decided we would let 
them stew and find out what they were final ly going to arrive at in 
New York. 

Mr. Kennepy. But not as of December 15, there was not one group 
going one way and another group going the other way, not as of Jan- 
uary 9, when you sent the telegram. They had not split into two 
groups. It was not until the middle of January, or January 9, that 
they split into two groups. 

Mr. Moun. I don’t know when they divided up their forces. 

Mr. Kennepy. Nevertheless, what they were requesting from you, 
Mr. Mohn, was not to interfere in the election. All Mr. Lacey was 
requesting from you was to furnish the basic information w hich they 
were entitled to. Can you give any basic explanation as to why you 
didn’t forward that to the joint council ? 

Mr. Moun. I cannot give you any specific reason why we felt we 
should not, except that we felt this was a good time to stay out of 
New York. 

Mr. Kennepy. Were “we” you and John O’Rourke? 

Mr. Monn. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. You and Jimmy Hoffa ? 

Mr. Monn. No. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was it you and Dave Beck? 

Mr. Monn. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. The two of you decided ? 

Mr. Moun. Yes. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was Mr. Beck in the country at that time? 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think he was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you talk with him in an overseas call? 

Mr. Monn. Yes: I kept pretty close contact with him. 

Mr. Kennepy. Going on to the second, did you make any investiga- 
tion of these charter applicants at all after Mr. Lacey charged there 
was fraud involved ? 

Mr. Monn. No; I did not make any specific investigation. 
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Mr. Kennepy. If you had made an investigation, Mr. Mohn, you 
would have found that some of these people whose names were on the 
charters never even knew that they existed. People were listed as 
president, such as Mr. Getlan, who never even heard of the local. 

There was fraud imposed on the international or there was collusion 
between the international and some outside forces in fraud. 

Mr. Monn. There was no collusion as far as I was concerned. 
There was no collusion. You may arrive at any assumption that you 
desire to, and that is certainly the prerogative of yourself, as to why 
this was done. But I am telling you that there was no collusion as 
far as I was concerned. 

Mr. Krennepy. Looking back on it, Mr. Mohn, do you feel that the 
international was imposed upon in the granting of these charters? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t think that that is necessarily pertinent or rele- 

vant, to get my opinion as to what it might look like at this long after 
the fact. Weare disc ‘ussing now the conditions that existed at the time, 
the specific times and places. 

Mr. Kennepy. Your testimony is that you knew nothing about what 
was going on in New York, you knew nothing about the applicants, you 
did not know the fact that these locals had no membership, all of these 
facts. 

Now, looking back, and these factors have since been developed, do 
you feel] that you and the international were imposed upon in the grant- 
ing of these charters? 

Mr. Monn. Well, might I presume to rephrase the question? If you 
were to ask me if I knew that there were no members in a local union, 
and if I knew that officers were officers of questionable character, would 
I approve the granting of a charter? The answer would be “No.” 

The Cuatrman. Then do you feel now that there is question about 
those things, such that you would not have granted the charter if you 
knew what you know now? 

Mr. Moun. Pardon? I would say, Senator, that hindsight is gen- 
erally always better than foresight. 

The Cuairman. I can appreciate that. You were reluctant to say 
that the international had been imposed on. It does occur to me, and 
I do not know about the other members of the committee, it occurs to 
me that the international was seriously imposed on or the international 
entered into some kind of collusion or agreement there to issue these 
charters for a purpose that I do not think you would be very proud of. 

Mr. Moun. Is that a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir; I can make it one. 

Is that your view of it? 

Mr. Moun. My view of it is that if I had an application for a charter 
come into my oflice and I knew that there were no members in that 
organization, and that there were people that were unknown to us, 
people of questionable character, that I certainly would make it my 
business to find out who they were and under what circumstances, be- 
fore I would approve the granting of a charter. 

The Cramman. Would you not feel that the very fact that it came 
under those circumstances was an attempt to impose on the interna- 
tional union ? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t like to feel about it after the fact. I think we are 
concerning ourselves with the facts. 
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The Cuamrman. I am wondering why you did not feel about it or 
find out about it before the fact, as the facts developed. That is our 
situation. We are trying to get this thing straightened out to get th 
truth of the matter as to what h: appened, why was this informs tion 
withheld from the organization entitled to have it. You cannot tell 
us that. You have no reason why. You just do not know. 

There are circumstances here that raise questions as to why they 
were withheld, why they were ever issued in the first place, under the 
strange circumstances of their issuance. 

If you can help us, every little bit that you can say, that you know, 
that you will testify to, that will help us, will be appreciated. 

Mr. Moun. The only and the best answer I can give you is that at 
that particular time, sitting in the office, taking a ‘look’ at the whole 
situation, the office felt that the best thing to do was to keep as far 
away from becoming involved in the situation in New York as we 
could until something had started to clarify itself in the New York 
area. That is the best answer I can give you, Senator. 

The CuHarmman. You couldn’t stay away. You were already in it. 
I don’t see what you mean by staying away, when you granted the 
charters. ‘They were there, they were in controversy. I don’t see 
what you mean by staying away. I can’t understand it. You had a 
duty in the matter. 

Mr. Moun. That is the way we saw it at that time. 

The CuHarmrMan. We who? You and Mr. Beck? 

Mr. Moun. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. Did you order these charters issued / 

Mr. Monn. Pardon? 

The CuatrmMan. Did you personally order these charters issued ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Mr. Beck approved the issuance of charters in New 
York. 

The Cuamman. Then you ordered them issued. He was out of the 
country; is that right ? 

Mr. Moun. Yes. I said before that I assumed full responsibility. I 
didn’t shirk that. I didn’t shirk that at all. 

The CuatrmMan. Senator Mundt? 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Mohn, I assume that you are trying to run 
or administer an honest labor union; is that right ? 

Mr. Moun. I certainly am, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. And I assume that the best interests of the laboring 
man who pays the dues is the chief concern that you have as inter- 
national vice president ; is that right ? 

Mr. Moun. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. I want to ask some questions of you, and I assure 
you in these questions, Mr. Mohn, that I am not trying to trap you, 
T am not trying to embarrass you, that none of the questions that I am 
going to ask you directly or indirectly refer to Mr. Dave Beck. 

With that background and understanding, I want to ask you some 
questions about your attitude — = Toe al union leaders’ who are 
charged with corruption or fraud, or who have been indicted or con 
victed, and when brought before this committee and questioned about 
their custodianship of the funds of the union, take the fifth amend- 
ment. 

I would like to ask you directly what, if anything, your organiza- 
tion expects to do concerning one Mr. McNamara, who is still an 
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officer of 808 and 285, and who stood before this committee, or sat 
where you now sit, and took the fifth amendment consistently. 

Do you think that you have some obligation to the membership of 
your union to take some action in a case like that? 

Mr. Moun. I think that we have constitutional procedure in our 
constitution that says that question, Senator Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. In what way ? 

Mr. Moun. In what way? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

_Mr. Moun. I think that the people in his organization have the 
right to prefer charges against McNamara if they have reason to 
believe that what you have stated here is correct. 

Senator Munpr. Assuming that what I have said is correct, do 
they have the power as well as the right to remove an officer who has 
shown himself guilty of misconduct in that matter? Would it be 
considered a healthful and wholesome thing for any individual 
member of that union to do, to get upon the floor and present such 
charges? 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t know why it would be unwholesome for 
a member, if that member had information, as you have stated—and 
I know nothing about McNamara’s personal problems. I heard when 
he was before this committee that it was announced that he was under 
indictment for some matter up in New York. 

Senator Munpr. For extortion, with Johnny Dio. 

Mr. Moun. I think you have to keep in mind that an indictment 
is something else. Being guilty of wrongdoing is something else. 

Senator Munpr. True. But an indictment 1s an official accusation 
of guilt on the part of the Government. That isn’t a rumor anymore. 
That is the first step. 

Mr. Moun. It may not be a rumor, but there have been cases where 
people have been indicted and they have not been found guilty. 

Senator Munpr. That is true. 

Let’s take Joe Curcio, who is secretary-treasurer of 269. There is 
a man who has not only been indicted, but, as the chart clearly shows, 
has also served a considerable amount of time in Danville. He has 
been convicted. He has been imprisoned because of the activities in 
which he has been engaged, and he took the fifth amendment. 

Does the international union assume some responsibility to protect 
its dues-paying members against that kind of local union leadership ? 

Mr. Monn. Well, I didn’t know anything about Curcio. I don’t 
know Curcio. I didn’t know anything about his background and 
record until it was brought out here in this committee. 

Senator Munpr. I am prepared to believe that. As I say, I am not 
trying to embarrass you. I am simply trying to establish now, for 
the benefit of the millions of teamster members around the country, 
who are good, honest, paying citizens, hard-working men trying to 
support their families, and who have confidence in their international 
leadership, whether from that international leadership we can find 
that you have, No. 1, the desire, and, No. 2, the power to. do some- 
thing to protect them against having gangsters running their unions 
who are deeply involved that when they come before a committee of 
Congress they even take the fifth amendment when you ask them 
whether they are American citizens, or whether they are married, 
whether they stole the union funds. 
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In other words, 
Mohn——- 

Mr. Moun. What you are trying to find out is my personal reac- 
tion to this. 

Senator Munpr. Precisely. 

Mr. Moun. All right. Let me state it this way, Senator Mundt. 
As far as I am concerned, if the things that have been charged about 
these people are facts, if ‘they are guilty of the things that. they are 
charged with, then I don’t believe that they have any place in the 
trade-union movement. I don’t believe that. 

Senator Munpr. Good. 

Now, going from that point forward, does your international or- 

ganization have a mechanism of some kind to do something about it 
if they are found guilty ? 

Mr. Moun. Yes. We have it, certainly, provisions that provide 
for charges, for hearings, for fines, for suspensions, for expulsion. 

Senator Munpr. Are they provisions which enable you people at 
the top, who have a comparative degree of security, to do something 
about them, as opposed to the poor local teamster who stands up and 
makes his charge before he gets hit over the head ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, you are making some rather fantastic assump- 
tions here. 

Senator Munpr. Not according to 

Mr. Moun. You see, Senator, we have a real conflict of interest 
here, even in dealing with the Congress of the United States, be- 
cause sometimes the Congress would ‘Tike to vest a great deal of au- 
thority in the topside leadership of labor unions, and then on the 
other i and they work very diligently at democratizing the rank and 
file, as they call it, so that there shail not be vested in the topside of 
labor leaders any great amount of authority. You can’t have it both 
ways, evidently. 

Senator Munpr. Which way do you want it? 

Mr. Monn. I would like to see the membership have as much au- 
thority as they can have. 

Senator Munpr. You are, of course, aware of the actions taken by 
the CIO-AFL ethical practices committee 

Mr. Moun. I am. 

Senator Munpr. To try to do something within their union toward 
meeting problems of this kind. 

Mr. Monn. Not only within their union, but to try to do something 
within the labor movement. We are part of that too. 

Senator Munpr. That is right. Do you, as a teamster interna- 
tional, have some corresponding mechanism, either in being or in 
mind, to do something about these conditions, which I am prepared 
to say vou didn’t realize until this committee got to work on it? 

Mr. Monn. I happen to be 

Senator Munpr. Here is what we are up against, Mr. Mohn. 
George Meany testified that they had this ethical practices pro- 
cedure, but that they were comparatively powerless to get results 
unless the component parts of the labor movement took a correspond- 
ing action. You are a component part. I want to find out what you 
would do, if anything, to implement the ethical practices stand: irds 
established by the CIO-AFL. 


what I am trying to find out, in brief, Mr. 














— 2 A feet ae 


IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4843 


Mr. Moun. Well, every 5 years in the past—the recommendations 
of the AFL-CIO ethical practices committee is that it be changed to 
every 4 years for the future—we hold a national convention. The 
only time we can change our constitution is at a convention. 

I am chairman of the constitution committee that has been meet- 
ing and will meet prior to our convention. 

Senator Munpr. I am talking to the right fellow. 

Mr. Monn. You are. 

Senator Munpr. Good. 

Mr. Moun. I can assure you that we have given a great deal of 
serious thought, and I am s: atisfied we will draft a constitution that 
will more than meet the provisions that are expressed in the ethical 
practices code. 

Senator Munpr. I don’t think there is the conflict of interest quite 
there, Mr. Mohn, that you imply. I am one of the members of the 
committee who has said many times, I think, that if Congress can 
help establish stronger democratic procedures on the part of the 
trade-union movement, that in the main trade-union members will 
clean up anything w hich gets out of hand. 

But it is not just like an elected or appointed official in Govern- 
ment. The voters can take him out eventually, but in the interim 
if somebody gets caught with wrongdoing you have the Department 
of Justice, you have law enforcement procedures. You don’ t simply 
sit back and say, “Well, the people will get rid of that crook,” if it is 
a bad case. 

I think Curcio is a bad case. In the case of some of these witnesses 
who have appeared before us, with unsavory prison records, who 
hold official positions in labor unions—you didn’t elect them, you 
didn’t know they would be there when you signed the charter but 
they are there—I think you have a responsibility i in the interim to act 
from the top. 

I don’t think that vitiates the concept of having democratic proce- 
dures in labor unions. 

Mr. Moun. I don’t say that we don’t have responsibility as officers 
of the national union, but I also say that I believe—I honestly believe— 
that the best way, and it may not ‘be quite as expeditious, the best way 
is to follow the procedure that has been established by the delegates 
from these 830 or 840 local unions themselves at their conventions, 
where they have spelled out how they believe, and made it part of our 
law in our organization, that these matters should be handled. 

We have gone the other way on a few occasions and we have not al- 
ways tur ned out too hi ippily, where we just reached in and made deci- 
sions from the top. 

As I say, it is eflicient, sometimes, but it doesn’t always prove out 
over the long run to be the best procedure. It may be the most expedi- 
tious. That is not trying to duck the question that we are 

Senator Munpr. You agree that the kind of situations that this com- 
mittee has been discovering indicates that there is room for both pro- 

cedures to apply: sometimes perhaps to require one, and sometimes, 
perhaps, you can wait until you have an election to correct something. 

Mr. Moun. Senator Mundt, there is nothing to prevent our people in 
our joint council in New Y ork, who certainly are living right alongside 
of this situation, from doing something about it and making it an offi- 
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cial act, if it needs doing. There is not anything in the world to pre- 
vent it from doing that. 

Senator Munopr. There is this to prevent it. If the sequence of 
events placed before this committee indicates what it seems to, they 
would be prevented from within because of this group of paper chart- 
ers and the rest that moved in to influence the selection of the officers of 
joint council in order to select members who would deliberately do 
nothing about it. 

Mr. Moun. You have organizations in New York that have been 
chartered back in the early 1900’s. Many of them are still there. Iam 
not going to be sold on the theory that 5 or 6, as you designate them, 
paper charters, are going to step in and take control over our well es- 
tablished organizations in New York. I think some of them in New 
York are as fine as you will find anyplace in the country. 

Senator Munpr. I don’t doubt that a bit. Five or six could repre- 
sent a block of votes—of 35 or 42 votes, which is a considerable block 
of votes in a meeting of that kind. 

The evidence we have before us at least seems to indicate that unbe- 
known to you, as you have testified here, the reason why these 
paper charters were sought in the first place was for the purpose of 
electing officials of joint council 16 who would not frown upon corrup- 
tion in the local unions. 

You don’t know why they were sought. You accepted them at face 
value. Our responsibility is to try to find out whether or not there 
was some pernicious purpose in the first instance in coming down in 
this unusual manner with the unsigned charters to get the votes. 

You did stop them from voting. 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator Munpr. But that doesn’t prove or disprove whether there 
was a pernicious purpose involved in the first instance in seeking the 
charter. If anything, it tends to confirm it. At least, I think you 
acted wisely when you said, “Well, we will put those votes on ice and 
not count them.” 

But it does indicate why there must at least be some authority from 
the top to correct the situation. 

Let us assume that you had not stopped the vote. Had you not 
stopped the vote in that election, we now know from the facts that the 
votes of these paper unions would have changed the results of that 
election. 

That is correct, is it not ? 

Mr. Monn. It is, if you counted the votes. As I understand it, it 
was overwhelmingly in favor of O’Rourke. 

Senator Munpr. Had they counted the votes. 

Mr. Moun. Yes. I say you counted the votes here. 

Senator Munpr. Yes. The vote was so close that the counting of 
the impounded ballots would have changed the results. 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator Munpr. So the whole pattern and purpose of the plot 
would have come into being except for the fact that your office did 
stop the counting of the votes. 

If you had not interceded, then you would have created a mechanism 
in the city of New York which we believe would have tended to per- 
petuate these gangsters instead of tending to expose them. That is 
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why I say I think you need something to operate effectively at the top 
of your organization with the standards established by the ethical 
ractices code. 

You tell me you are going to recommend such change in your 
constitution. 

Mr. Moun. The constitution can certainly take care of it. I will, 
as an individual, continue to recommend that whatever membership 
is there, that it ought to be consolidated into a reasonable number of 
local unions, grouped as efficiently as they can be grouped to take 
care of their needs. I believe that. I believed it then and I still be- 
lieve it. 

Senator Munpr. To get right down to the meat in the coconut, Mr. 
Mohn, and talking to you now as the chairman of the constitution 
committee, do you plan to recommend to your convention in September 
that you follow the pattern set by the ethical practices committee of 
the CIO-AFL and provide that those officials of local unions who take 
the fifth amendment shall be ineligible to continue as officials of the 
labor union ? 

Mr. Moun. I think you are a little bit in error, Senator Mundt. 
The question of taking the fifth amendment was never made any part 
of the code of the ethical pracitces committee. 

Senator Munpr. It wasn’t? 

Mr. Moun. It was not. 

Senator Munpr. Tell me what they did say. 

Mr. Moun. The question of taking the fifth was a motion adopted 
by the executive council at its meeting. I understand that they are 
in the process of some modification on that question, from the informa- 
tion I get from their last executive council meeting in Chicago. 

Senator Munpr. It was adopted unanimously, with the sole dis- 
senting vote of the teamsters, was it not? 

Mr. Monn. We voted against the original motion as presented at 
Miami. Correct. 

Senator Munpr. You were the sole dissenter ? 

Mr. Moun. Correct. 

Senator Munpr. And that motion did provide that those taking the 
fifth amendment should be ineligible to continue as officials ? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t think it was quite as pat as that, but I think 
that that gener: ull is correct. 

Senator Munpr. The word is “good,” Mr. Mohn; not “bad.” 

Mr. Moun. I said “pat.” 

Senator Munpr. I thought you said “bad.” 

Mr. Moun. No. 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry. But in general that is what it wa 

I think we asked Mr. Meany if that included a man who simply tre 
the fifth as to protect something in the local union. I think he said 
it went right across the board. 

Mr. Moun. The best information I can give you is that the reports 
I get from the Chicago meeting, and I w asn’t there, the last meeting 
of the executive council, is that there is some change. How basic it is 
going to be, I don’t know, in that original motion that was adopted 
at Miami. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Kennedy? 
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Senator Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, as a member of the executive board, 
do you know whether any action has been taken against any of the 
people who appeared before this committee who took the fifth amend- 
ment, No. 1, or those who have been indicted, or those who have been 
convicted? Has action been taken in any formal nature against any 
one of the teamster officials appearing before this committee would 
have fallen into one of those three categories 

Mr. Moun. No. 

Senator Kennepy. That is, taken the fifth amendment, been in- 
dicted, or has been convicted. 

Mr. Moun. Up to now, Senator Kennedy, there has been no action 
taken. 

Senator Kennepy. Do you know if any is planned? 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t know if any is planned. 

Senator Kennepy. You don’t know of any ? 

Mr. Moun. No, I do not. 

Senator Kennepy. And what is your title / 

Mr. Moun. I am a vice president, and I am the executive assistant 
to the general president. 

Senator Kennepy. And you are the chairman of the constitution 
committee for the next convention. 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator Kennepy. To the best of your knowledge, the teamsters 
union, the officials, the leadership of the teamsters, is not planning, at 
least to vour knowledge has not planned until now, any action against 
any of the men who have fallen into those three ¢ ategories 4 

Mr. Moun. To my knowledge, no. 

Senator Kennepy. Do you feel they have any responsibility to do 
so? Do you feel that you do, Mr. Mohn? We have some people here 
who have been the presidents of these locals, officers of these locals, 
who have refused to tell what they have done with union funds. 
They have been indicted, and some have been convicted. 

You say yourself now that you know of no action being taken 
against any ‘of them. Would you tell me whether you feel that that 
is meeting your responsibility / ; 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think that I would like to express an opinion 
on the matter. I would certainly say this, that if it involves one of 
the vice presidents, that there is opportunity for charges being pre- 
ferred against an officer. If involves a local union official. the 
action should start at that ied against those officials. 

There have been no charges preferred at the present time, to my 
knowledge, before our board. 

Senator Kennepy. What about Sidney Brennan? Is he an inter- 
national vice president ¢ 

Mr. Moun. He is a vice president of our organization. 

Senator Kennepy. Has he not been indicted” for taking a bribe? 

Mr. Moun. I think he was convicted. 

Senator Kennepy. Convicted of taking a bribe. What action has 
been taken against him ? 

Mr. Moun. There has been no action taken up to now. 

Senator Kennepy. Do you mean there has been no action taken? 
How long ago was he convicted ? 

Mr. Moun. I think it was sometime sarly this summer when his 
last appeal was before the United States Supreme Court. 
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Senator Kennepy. What action is contemplated, Mr. Mohn ? 

Mr. Monn. I don’t know. My answer to that, the best answer I 
can give you, Senator Kennedy, is that we are sitting on the eve of a 
convention, and I suppose if anybody contemplated the preferring of 
charges, it would be rather a moot thing to do because that question 
would be before the convention anyway. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, Mr. Mohn, you, yourself, have 
done nothing about it ? 

Mr. Monn. I have not. 

Senator Kennepy. You haven't interested yourself in the matter / 

Mr. Moun. That is a different question. 

Senator Kennepy. Have you interested yourself in it? 

Mr. Moun. I am always interested in that. 

Senator Kennepy. Into what channels has your interest taken 
you? 

Mr. Monn. I think it is a question now where the convention itself 
ought to settle it. We are within weeks now of a convention and that 
is a good place to settle it. 

Senator Krennepy. You yourself are doing nothing to settle it so 
that Mr. Brennan is removed, are you? 

Mr. Monn. I have not. 

Senator Ives. Following Senator Kennedy's questions, I would like 
to ask Mr. Mohn one question. 

What would you think, Mr. Mohn, of having a provision placed 
in the Taft-Hartley Act of making it unlawful “for anyone who has 
a prison record of any kind to hold office in a labor organization ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t think that I am expert enough on that 
subject, Senator Ives, to offer any opinion. I have known in my life- 
time some individuals who were unfortunate enough to have been 
convicted and to have served their time and who have come out and 
who have become very wonderful people. I don’t think that I would 
want to offer any opinion and pose as an expert on that subject. 

Senator Ives. You wouldn’t figure that having an official position 
in a labor organization of any kind was the exact spot for rehabilita- 
tion of a person like that, would you? 

Mr. Moun. On the other hand, I wouldn’t want to just make a 
blanket statement that any individual who may have served time, 
regardless of the circumstances, or how long ago it was, should be 
forever foreclosed from doing that. I wouldn't go that far with you. 

Senator Ives. The reason I raise that question is we have come across 
a number of cases where persons that have had such records subse- 
quently held official positions in labor organizations and have caused 
considerable trouble. 

Mr. Moun. Well, I think that is a pretty sweeping thing you are 
suggesting. 

Senator Ives. I merely asked you the question to get your re: ction. 

Mr. Monn. I can think of a lot of walks in life if you were to apply 
the same rule you would have—— 

Senator Ives. I will be perfectly frank with you. When the Taft- 
Hartley Act was framed, that question came before us, and we took 
the same position in the matter that you are taking now. But this 
investigation that we are making is causing some of us to reconsider 
and review what we have done to see if we did the right thing. That 
is why I am asking you the question. 
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Mr. Moun. I think the matter of review is good, but to make a 
statement that would put me on record as saying that it is my belief, 
I don’t want to do that. 

Senator Ives. I do not want to cause you any embarrassment. 

Mr. Moun. It is not embarrassment at all, not in the slightest degree, 
any more than it would be embarrassing if you were going to disc “uss 
if a person who has been convicted or an individu: al that has been 
convicted should be eligible to serve in the Congress of the United 
States. It is no more embarrassing than that. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, ‘followi ing up on what Senator Ives 
said, we have provisions in this country, that certain kinds of criminals 
are considered so dangerous to society that they are not permitted to 
vote. 

Would you think that perhaps a provision might be included in 
legislation that in those cases where time servers are considered so 
bad that they are not permitted to vote, that they would not be con- 
sidered good enough to be officials in labor unions 

Mr. Moun. That would certainly be a much more reasonable ap- 
proach to it than the general overall inclusion. 

Senator Munpr. I quite agree with your reservations about the 
average fellow. If you believe in the doctrine of redemption and that 
people can improve, you would not want to foreclose an ex-criminal 
from becoming a good citizen. 

Mr. Moun. I can remember, Senator Mundt, in some d: ays gone past 
where I found a secretary-treasurer of a local union who had just a 
little difficulty in counting his money and ours. It never was too 

serious, but he just had a little problem. If you removed him from 
that place and you put him out in the field as a business agent, he did 
a good job. 

Senator Munpr. That is right. But it seems to me that we are 
getting into an area here where you make some discrimination, and that 
where society as a whole: the country to which you and I belong, to 
which we give devotion and allegiance, has dec ided that a fellow should 
not be permitted to vote, it might not be inappropriate to say that 
where a man’s criminal record is such that he is not permitted to vote, 
it is also such that he should not be permitted to hold a responsible 
position in a labor union so that he, in turn, jeopardizes not only society 
as a whole, but the honest, dues-paying member who, after all, has a 
right to expect and receive decent union leadership. 

‘Mr. Moun. I think that is certainly much more, as I said before, a 
reasonable approach to it than to just shut the gate in everybody’s face. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, it seems to me that it would not be 
necessary for us to discuss writing a blanket law that somebody who 
has been convicted of a crime should not be permitted to hold a posi- 
tion. There may be cases where a man might have rehabilitated him- 
self. It seems to me that the obligation in the first place is on you and 
the other officials of the teamsters, to do something about these local 
officials who come in here and take the fifth amendment when we ask 
them about handling union funds. Your statements of failure to 
demonstrate any action that has been taken by the teamsters necessi- 
tates our attempting to do something which is not nearly as effective. 

I would like to know why it is that you as a responsible official of the 
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teamsters could not indicate in the strongest terms your disapproval 
of these responsible officials who come before us and take the fifth 
amendment when we ask them what they have done with union funds. 

Mr. Moun. I think I did earlier. I think I put myself on record 
on that question. I said that as far as I was concerned that if these 
individuals, if what has been stated here about them, if those are the 
facts, that as far 

Senator Kennepy. Are you conducting an investigation to find out 
if these are facts ? 

Mr. Moun. As far as I am concerned, I don’t think they ought to 
be union officials. That is what I said. 

Senator Kennepy. Do you feel that if somebody comes in and takes 
the fifth amendment on what he did with union funds: do you think he 
should be a union official ? 

Mr. Moun. I am not going to comment on how people take the 
fifth amendment. First of all, Iam not a lawyer. I don’t understand 
all about it. 

We took a position as the teamsters organization that for the act 
itself, as the lawyers say, for the act, per se, of taking the fifth, we 
didn’t feel that that should deprive a person of anything that he had. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, do you feel that if a man takes the 
fifth amendment, that an investigation should be conducted ? 

Mr. Moun. I think that if a man takes the fifth amendment over a 
question that has involved the handling of the membership’s funds, 
that certainly it shouldn’t stop there. 

Now, let me pose a problem. Let us say that a fellow comes before 
a committee that we set up for that purpose, 5 or 6 individuals, and 
the fellow comes in and he really bares his soul, he tells this committee 
everything in the world, and when he has told them everything in the 
world the committee is convinced that he had a valid, good reason 
for taking the fifth. 

But one of the conditions that he certainly wants to make plain is 
that he doesn’t want the reasons that he is taking the fifth to be 
circulated generally and become public knowledge and_ public 
property. 

How does that committee protect itself from being subpenaed before 
some investigative body and then be asked why did this fellow take 
the fifth ? 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, in other words, that is the reason 
that the teamsters will not suspend any official who takes the fifth? 

Mr. Monn. I didn’t say that. You said that. 

Senator Kennepy. What I am asking, then, is why an investigation 
is not being conducted into these officials who have taken the fifth 
amendment on whether they mishandled and misappropriated union 
funds. Is such an investigation being planned ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, this has all been developed, as you know, rather 
recently. 

Senator Kennepy. Well, have you heard of any investigation being 
planned ¢ 

Mr. Moun. I haven’t heard of any investigation being planned. 
I have heard that we are going to hold a convention and there are a 
lot of things that are going to come up before the convention. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Beck’s fifth amendment goes back to March. 
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In other words, we cannot look, up to this date, on the leadership 
of the teamsters to do something about presidents of locals or the 
president of the international, who come in here and take the fifth 
amendment as to their actions with regards to union funds; is that 
correct / 

Mr. Moun. Well, I think that is an opinion that you are expressing. 

Senator Kennepy. If it is wrong, let me know why. 

Mr. Monn. You have a right to it. 

Senator Kennepy. In what way am I wrong? 

Mr. Moun. I don’t say you are wrong. You have a right to that 
opinion. 

Senator Kennepy. Is it a fact or just an opinion ? 

Mr. Monn. Up to now we have not instigated any investigation. I 
said that before. That is correct. 

Senator Kennepy. That is right. Now, is an investigation being 
planned? I just want to find out whether you are going to attempt to 
meet the problem or whether you have to expect that the Congress 
is going to attempt to go into the field, which, of course, is not as 
desirable. I would much rather see the teamsters take action. 

Mr. Moun. So would I. I would rather see the labor movement 
take its own action. 

Senator Kennepy. The AFL-CIO did take a position on this fifth 
amendment. The teamsters voted against it. I assumed they were 
going to handle it on their own. I asked you what actions you were 
going to take, and you have not given any indication that they were 
going to take any action. 

Mr. Moun. They have not taken any action up to now. 

Senator Kennepy. It is about time. 

The CuHarrman. Now we will let the counsel interrogate for awhile 
and maybe we can get through this afternoon. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. On the question of McNamara, as I understand it, 
going back chronologically, November 4—— 

Senator McNamara. Say “John McNamara.” 

Mr. Kennepy. John McNamara. 

On November 4 or thereabouts, Mr. Hoffa spoke to you about 
giving charters to these various individuals. Subsequently, John 
McNamara came down and picked up the charters, is that right / 

Mr. Monn. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who gave the instructions that these charters should 
be prepared when McNamara came down ? 

Mr. Moun. I probably did. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you have a further conversation with Mr. 
Hoffa, who told you McNamara was going to pick the charters up? 

Mr. Moun. No, I don’t think I had any further conversations with 
Mr. Hoffa. I think McNamara spoke to me. We established an office 
at the Statler Hotel the week preceding the AFL-CIO convention. 
I arrived there on Saturday a week prior to the convention. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can we find out what date that is? 

Mr. Moun. I can give it to you right here. 

Well, it doesn’t indicate the day of the week. 

Mr. Kennepy. What day of the year? 

Mr. Monn. 1955. 

Mr. Kennepy. Yes; but what date? The convention started 
December 5, as I understand it. 
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Mr. Moun. I was in New York, I think—Thanksgiving came on the 
4th. I was in New York the 26th of November. 

Mr. Kennepy. You say McNamara picked up these charters after 
that ? 

Mr. Monn. That was my understanding. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, that couldn’t possibly be true, bec ause 
they were out looking for a headquarters, for instance, on November 2 

Mr. Monn. I know. I went over this with your staff before, ina 
all I can tell you is what my recollection and memory of it is. That is 
what I understand. He went down during the week prior to the 
merger convention, on Wednesday or Thursday, and picked up these 
charters. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who would have more information about it? We 
have information here that they were out selecting a headquarters, for 
instance, on November 25, and that Miss Teresa Hanlon, who handled 
the charters out of John English’s office, said that to the best of her 
recollection and the notes she put on there, that those charters were 
put on November 8. We have her here in the room and can have her 
testify now or later. 

Mr. Moun. I am not going to question what she states. Iam giving 
you my honest recollection. 

The Cuarrman. Miss Hanlon, come forward please. 

(Members present at this point: Senators McClellan, Ives, Me- 
Namara, and Mundt.) 

The Cuairman. You do solemnly swear that the evidence you shall 
give before this Senate select committee shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Miss Hanton. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF TERESA HANLON 


The CuarrMan. State your name, your place of residence and your 
employment please. 

Miss Hanton. My name is Teresa Hanlon. I live at 1500 Massa- 
chusetts Avenue NW., and I am a secretary in the office of John F. 
English. 

The CHarMan. Secretary— 

Miss Hanton. To Mr. Casey. 

The Cuarman. To Mr. English? 

Miss Hanton. No. To Mr. Casey. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Casey / 

Miss Hanon. Casey. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he works out of the office of Mr. 

Miss Hanton. English. 

The Cuamman. Have you talked to members of this staff and 
know generally the line of interrogation to expect? 

Miss Hanon. Yes, sir, I have. 

The Cuarrman. You folks get a picture or two, if you want, and 
then let us desist. 

You do not object to your picture being take, I suppose ? 

I hand you exhibit 13. 

May I ask, do you waive counsel ? 

Miss Hanton. Pardon me? 
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The Cuarrman. Do you waive counsel? Do you need a lawyer, do 
you think ? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

The Cuarman. Thank you. 

I hand you here exhibit No. 13, which is an application for a 
charter. It is dated November 8, 1955, and it has some handwriting 
on it in the left-corner, some notations. Then I hand you six others on 
the same date, apparently with the same handwriting in the left-hand 
corner, that have been made exhibit 124—A, B, C, D, E, and F. Would 
you please examine these documents and state if you recognize them? 

(Documents handed to witness. ) 

Miss Hanton. Yes, sir, I recognize them. 

The Cuatrman. Do you identify them? 

Miss Hanon. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is that your handwriting on them ? 

Miss Hanton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What date did you place that writing on those 
documents ? 

Miss Hanton. November 8, 1955. 

The Cuatrman. Did you prepare the documents, the applications? 

Miss Hanon. That I could not tell you, sir. Sometimes I do and 
sometimes I don’t. 

The Cuarrman. Do you remember in this instance if the appli- 
cations were prepared there in the office on November 8, the day you 
wrote that notation on them? 

Miss Hanon. I don’t remember. I don’t recall, sir. 

The Cuamman. You do not remember that. How did you come to 
write that notation on the document ? 

Miss Hanon. That is part of the procedure. 

The Cuatrman. That is part of the procedure ? 

Miss Hanon. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Do you write it on there before they are issued 
or at the time they are issued ? 

Miss Hanton. At the time. 

The Cuarrman. So the documents were issued on that date ? 

Miss Hanon. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you remember a Mr. John McNamara being 
down there at that time? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. You did not have any personal contact with him? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. When the charters were issued, did you issue the 
charters, or supervise their issuance ? 

Miss Hanion. No, sir. 

I may have typed the charters, but that would be—— 

The Cuarrman. You may have typed them ? 

Miss Hanton. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

You do not remember preparing those applications from lists of 
names that were given to you? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. You do not know, then, whether the applications 
were prepared that date in the office or not? 
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Miss Hanton. No, sir; I don’t. 

The Cuarrman. You say that is your handwriting on the document ? 

Miss Hanton. Yes, sir. 

The Cramman. And you placed your initials on there and identify 
your handwriting ¢ 

Miss Hanton. Yes, sir. I identify my handwriting. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. The charter application says “Charter dated Novem- 
ber 8, 1955. Charter sent 11-8. Charter sent to O’Rourke.” That is 
all in your writing? 

Miss Hanuon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. If the charter is dated November 8, 1955, is that the 
date that they were handed over? 

Miss Hanon. Well, generally, when we say charter is dated such 
and such a date, that means the charter goes out on that same date, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. So that these charters went out, based on this note 
on November 8, did they not ? 

Miss Hanton. W ell, according to procedure they would have. 

Mr. Kren NEDY. If it happened, actually, they had come down on 
November 25 or November 30 and asked you to date it back to Novem- 
ber 8, 1955, you would remember that, wouldn’t you? Wouldn’t that 
be an unusual occurrence ? 

Miss Hanton. That would be unusual. 

Mr. Kennepy. That to your recollection did not occur in this case? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. To the best of your recollection, these charters were 
issued on November 8, 1955 ¢ 

Miss Hanton. That is correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. Can you explain to the committee why the notation 
“Charter sent to O’Rourke” was made? 

Miss Hanon. Because that is generally what we do. You see, we 
note where we send these charters. In all probability, I sent them to 
O’Rourke, or someone would pick them up in the office. 

Mr. Kennepy. In this case, do you know why they would be sent 
to John O’Rourke rather than to the joint council, Martin Lacey, or to 
the international organizer, John Hickey ? 

Miss Hanon. No, I wouldn't. 

Mr. Kennepy. You were told that these charters were to be sent 
to John O’Rourke ? 

Miss Hanton. That is right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Do you know who told you that they were to be sent 
to O’Rourke ? 

Miss Hanon. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Krennepy. But you wouldn’t have put that down unless some- 
body told you? 

Miss Hanon. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. What did you do with the charters physically 
after you signed them? Did you put them in an evelope and mail them 
or hand them to somebody ? 

Miss Hanton. According to procedure, I would mail them out, 
sir. I would type up an address and mail them out. 

Senator Munpr. With a letter of transmittal ? 

Miss Hanton. With a letter explaining that the charters were on 
their way, with seals and stamps and so on. 
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Senator Munpr. In this case, do you remember writing a letter to 
Mr. John O’Rourke? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir, I don’t recall it. I have no independent 
recollection of these particular charters. 

Senator Munpr. Do you remember what you did with the charters 
themselves after you put » your initials on them ? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir; I do not. 

Senator Munpr. You cannot recall whether you put them on the 
desk, or gave them to Mr. English, or gave them to Mr. Mohn, or 
gave them to Mr. McNamar: a! 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You cannot remember what you did with them ? 

Miss Hanton. I don’t believe I gave them to Mr. McNamara, be- 
cause I never saw Mr. McNamara before in my life. 

Senator Munpr. You cannot recapture, then, what you did on that 
day with those charters after you signed your name on them @ 

Miss Hanon. No, sir, I cannot. 

Senator Munpr. All you can remember is that the usual procedure 
is to send them to somebody, but you are not sure in this case what you 
did with them ? 

Miss Hanton. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Okay. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you this: Mr. O’Rourke was not the 
president of joint council 16 at that time, was he? 

Miss Hanton. That I wouldn’t know, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You would not know who was president? 

Miss Hanton. No. sir. 

The Cuarrman. You were just carrying out whatever instructions 
were given to you at the time? 

Miss Hanton. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Who would give you those instructions / 

Miss Hanton. Either Mr. James Casey or Mr. Vernon Haggerty. 

The CHatrmMan. One of those would give you instructions that you 
carried out ? 

Miss Hannon. That is connect. 

The CuatrMan. Are there any other questions / 

Senator McNamara. From the notation on the charter that you put 
on, you identified your handwriting, you say charter sent on this date. 
That would imply you mailed it, would it not? 

Miss Hanuon. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Well, everything the committee has had up to 
now indicates that they were not mailed but handed to one John 
McNamara. You would not have been the person that handed it to 
him? What would you do with it ordinarily, give it to your employer 
or supervisor ¢ 

Miss Hanon. Well, ordinarily I would mail it out. But if my 
supervisor wanted to hand it to someone, then I would hand it to my 
supervisor to hand it to that particular person. 

Senator McNamara. But your notation says sent, not handed, but 
sent. That indicates that it was mailed in the usual way, does it not? 

Miss Hanton. That is correct. 

Senator McNamara. That isa peculiar circumstance at this moment 
in view of the testimony we have had up to now, Mr. Chairman. That 
is why I am commenting. 
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The Crarrman. Well, it could be in one sense, but you can send 

also by messenger, could you not ? 

Miss Hanton. Pardon me? 

The CuHairman. You could also send them out by messenger, could 
you not ¢ 

Miss Hannon. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. If someone was there waiting for them, and it was 
not Mr. O’Rourke, you could send them to Mr. O’Rourke by someone ? 

Miss Hannon. Yes, sir. 

Senator McNamara. Mr. Chairman, I think at this ae in the 
record there seems to be a definite conflict. However, I started by 
asking the young lady, the witness, if that indicated that it was mailed. 
It was her interpretation that that is what it indicated. 

My questioning based on that was the assumption that the normal 
procedure was to mail it. 

Miss Hanton. That is the normal procedure. 

Senator McNamara. When you say you sent it, according to this 
notation that you made at the time, that indicates to you now that 
you mailed it, does it not ? 

Miss Hanton. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, since the witness indicates that her 
instructions on that day came to her either from a Mr. Casey or a 
Mr. Haggerty—right? 

Miss Hanon. That is correct. 

sg tt Munpr. I am wondering whether counsel has interrogated 
Mr. Casey or Mr. Haggerty to try to find out whether or not they 
got the charters or whether they mailed them or what happened. 

Mr. Kennepy. Well, I think that the only controversy or question 
in doubt is the date. I think Mr. Mohn and the other gentleman— 
there is some question about how it was actually handled, but I think 
everybody is agreed, and Mr. Mohn can correct me, that Mr. John 
McNamara came down and picked up the charters; that this young 
lady was the one that made the inscription on the side. 

Nobody seems to be able to explain why O’Rourke’s name appears 
on there. But, otherwise, there seems to be definite agreement by 
Casey, the other man, and Mr. Mohn’s assistant, that Mr. John Me- 
Namara came down here to Washington and picked the charters up 
and brought them back up to New York. 

As I say, the only controversy or the only question in doubt is on 
the date that it happened, and Mr. Mohn is not sure of the date. 

This lady thought it was November 8. 

It would appear from the document that it was November 8. 


TESTIMONY OF EINAR 0. MOHN—Resumed 


Senator Munpr. In that connection, let me ask Mr. Mohn about his 
office proce dure. 

Do you have a system when a visitor like Mr. McNamara comes in, 
and we are agreed that he came down, or anyplace that indicates in 
your office records when he came down? Is there anything to indicate 
the date? Do you have an office calendar or a visitors calendar, so 
that you are able to go back and find out ? 

Mr. Moun. I think there is one, but I don’t think it is infallible, 
Senator. If someone calls my office for an appointment with me, I 
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would have a record of it. But I was not in the office when it is my 
belief that these charters were actually delivered. I was in New York 
at that time. 

Senator Munor. The chances are that they were delivered either by 
Mr. Casey or by Mr. Haggerty. 

Mr. Monn. If they were ready, they could have been delivered by 
anybody down there. 

Senator Munpr. You don’t have a substantial reception office—— 

Mr. Moun. Yes, we do. 

Senator Munpr. Does a young lady keep a record ? 

Mr. Moun. I say that that record is not infallible. There have 
been people who have come into our building who didn’t sign that 
visitors’s book. 

Senator Munpr. I am not asking about that, but I thought maybe if 
the date was important we could pin it down 

Mr. Moun. I think if they were mailed, there would be a definite 
record as to whether they were mailed. 

Senator Munpr. There would be a letter of transmittal of some kind. 

Mr. Monn. There would be a record of some kind if they were 
mailed. 

Senator Munpr. You are sure they were not mailed ? 

Mr. Moun. And I am sure they were not mailed. 

Senator Munpr. And you are equally sure that Mr. McNamara or 
somebody else came down and picked them up ? 

Mr. Moun. That is my understanding. I am sure it is correct. 

Senator Munpr. Our committee believes that they picked them up 
on the 8th and you believe they picked them up on what, the 24th? 

Mr. Moun. I couldn’t tell you the date. The best I ‘could tell you 

was that it was some day during the week preceding the AFL-CIO 
convention. I could not tell you the date. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions of the young lady? 

If not, thank you very much. 

Miss Hanton. Thank you. 

Mr. Kennepy. We have this telephone call that has already been 
played between Milton Levine and Dick Kaminetsky. They were 

responsible for setting up phony local 275. ‘The telephone conversa- 
tion takes place on November 25,1955. At that time, Levine is report- 
ing to Kaminetsky about his search for a headquarters for local 275. 
So at least on that date—and which ultimately turned out to be their 
headquarters—at least on that date they had a charter and were look- 
ing for a headquarters. 

Mr. Monn. Unless they were reasonably sure in advance and were 
looking for a headquarters. I don’t know that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Proceed. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, in summary it looks or appears to be that 
in June of 1954 there was an agreement between the joint council 
and the international. 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That when the charters were granted in the New 
York area they would go through the joint council. 

Mr. Moun. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. That on November 4, or thereabouts, there was a 
conversation between you and Mr. James Hoffa, in which Mr. Hoffa 
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suggested that charters be granted to these various groups up in New 
York, 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That subsequent to November 8, or at a later date, 
these charters were granted, but the international did not inform 
either the joint counc cil or the general organizer that those charters 
were granted ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That, starting in early December, letters were written 
to the joint council from these various groups, from these various 
locals, asking that they be seated with the joint council. 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. That after the receipt of those letters on December 


15, 1955, Mr. Martin Lacey contacted the international down here and 


asked for all information regarding the backgrounds of these people, 
copies of their charter applications, vand what jurisdic tion these people 
had: that there was no reply to that letter of December 15 until a tele- 
gram came in on January 9, 1956, and at that time there were instruc- 
tions sent over your name, instructions that the locals should be given 
all the rights and privileges accorded to locals, that they were properly 
set up, and that they had proper jurisdiction; that the applications 
would be sent, would be forwarded, at a later time, but in the mean- 
time that these locals should be allowed to affiliate with the joint 
council, 

On January 10, Mr. Lacey sent a telegram back to you and again 
protested the charteri ing of these locals and said that they wanted the 
information regarding their backgrounds, the applications, the per 
capita dues payments, and any other information regarding them; 
that there was no reply to this until around February 2; that a letter 
was then sent by Mr. Dave Beck, in which he said that these locals 
should affiliate with the joint council, but that when they voted in the 
joint council election, that their votes should be segregated, and that 
they should only be ‘counted or considered to be counted if it would 
make a difference in the election; that subsequently on February 14, 
the election was held and it was found that those votes would affect 
the election, as well as 16 other votes that were contested. That was 
on February 14. 

Then there was a meeting held down here, or a committee was set up, 
with Mr. Buddy Graham as head of the committee, and he decided that 
those 16 votes that were contested should be counted, and that gave 
the election to Mr. John O'Rourke. 

At that time it went into the courts. 

Mr. Monn. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. The court put a temporary injunction that neither 
these 16 votes nor the 42 votes should be counted, and that gave the 
election back to Martin Lacey. He remained in control of the joint 
council through 1956. 

Mr. Monn. I want to say that I have never read the order of the 
court. I don’t know exactly what the court said, but Lacey remained in 
office anyway. 

Mr. Kennepy. Then on December 3, 1956: just preceding the new 
election in 1957, another telegram was ‘sent out over the signature of 
Dave Beck, saying once again, or telling the joint council, “that these 
locals should be seated with the joint council. 
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Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Once again that raised the question, and would have 
permitted these locals to vote in the election ! 

Mr. Monn. I think that was a moot question then as far as the 
contest between O’Rourke and Lacey was concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. It was a new contest that was just beginning at that 
time. 

Mr. Moun. There was no contest between O’Rourke and Lacey at 
that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. At that time, Mr. Lacey was chairman of the joint 
council. He had not announced at that time that he was not going to 
run. Mr. Lacey testified before this committee that after the receipt 
of the telegram, that in view of this, and in view of his own sickness, 
he decided to withdraw. But at the time you sent the telegram that 
had not been determined. 

Mr. Moun. Well, I have nothing to do with Lacey’s testimony. 
That is not my belief. 

Mr. Kennepy. During this whole period of time, no investigation at 
all had been made of any of these people in New York by the inter- 
national, the ones who applied for the charters or the ones who were 
the officers on the charters. 

Mr. Moun. I think that is correct. 

(At this point Senator Ives withdrew from the hearing room.) 

Mr. Kennepy. And then Mr. Martin Lacey withdrew subsequent to 
the race and these locals still have not been seated in the joint council, 
except for 295? 

Mr. Moun. Correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. And there has been no pressure from the interna- 
tional since that time to seat these locals? 

Mr. Moun. There has not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just prior to the election in 1956, and prior to the 
election in 1957 are the only times the pressure has been brought by the 
international to seat these locals ? 

Mr. Moun. That is not exactly correct. 

Mr. Kennepy. It might be just a coincidence, but those are the 
facts. 

Mr. Moun. I cannot agree that Lacey’s decision to not run was based 
upon another request that these locals be se: ated. 

Mr. Kennepy. We are discussing what the facts are. The facts are 
that prior to the election in 1956 and prior to the election in 1957, 
there was pressure brought on by the international to have these locals 
seated. On the question of whether this is why Martin Lacey with- 
drew or not, that is his testimony. 

Mr. Moun. Well, I don’t think it is pertinent to what the committee 
is inquiring into as to what I think I know about what happened up 
there. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not asking what you think. I am not asking 
that. All I say is that those are the facts, that the pressure was 
brought on prior to the 1956 election by the international to seat these 
locals. 

Mr. Moun. I will not testify that it was pressure. I will testify 
that it was a notice. 

Mr. Kennepy. That it was what? 
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Mr. Moun. That it was a notice. 

Mr. Kennepy. That it was a notice to seat these? 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Mr. Kennepy. And these locals came into being initially at the 
request of Mr. James Hoffa, and you cannot give any explanation to 
the committee as to why no one, Mr. Hoffa or yourself, ever made an 
investigation of any of these individuals? 

Mr. Moun. I think I testified here this afternoon as to how the 
events took place. I don’t think there are any blank spaces in that. 

Mr. Kennepy. You have nothing to add as to why you did not make 
an investigation ? 

Mr. Moun. I have nothing further to add. 

Senator McNamara. I have a question before you go to another 
subject. 

The CrarrMan. Senator McNamara. 

Senator McNamara. How important is the joint council in the 
teamster setup overall? Is it very important ? 

Mr. Monn. Yes: it is. It is a very important subordinate body in 
our international union. 

Senator McNamara. The authority for the joint council emanates 
from where / 

Mr. Moun. It emanates from the constitution. 

Senator McNamara. And the membership in the joint council is 
compulsory / 

Mr. Moun. The seven elected officers of a local union are, by con- 
stitutional provision, delegates to a joint council. 

Senator McNamara. Plus others? 

Mr. Moun. No. They are the only delegates. 

Senator McNamara. How many delegates would there be from each 
local union ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Seven. 

Senator McNamara. Seven? 

Mr. Moun. There are seven constitutional offices in a local union.., 
The seven constitutional officers are, by virtue of their office, delegates 
to the joint council. 

Senator McNamara. Therefore, democracy, as you would term it, 
is operating properly, because these people are selected by their own 
me mbership. 

Mr. Monn. Right. 

Senator McNamara. And they, by your edict, are then the 
delegates ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator McNamara. So, in fact, the delegates are elected by the 
local union ¢ 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator McNamara. How important would it be whether one indi- 
vidual or another, in this case O'Rourke or Lacey, were chairman or 
president of the joint council to the international? How important 
would that be ? 

Mr. Monn. I don’t think to the international it would be of any 
importance whatsoever. It might be very important to Mr. Lacey 
or Mr. O'Rourke. But I don’t think it would make a bit of difference 
to the international union who they elected. 
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Senator McNamara. Do they receive salary for this job? 

Mr. Moun. I couldn’t tell you whether they do or not. There isn’t 
any constitutional provision, speaking now of the international con- 
stitution, that if someone is elected to the presidency or the secretary- 
treasurership of a joint council, that they can devote their time and 
be paid a salary. We don’t have any prohibition against it. 

Senator McNamara. Who would decide? 

Mr. Moun. The joint council would decide it. 

Senator McNamara. In other words, the delegates from the local 
unions that had been elected to represent the membership? 

Mr. Moun. Right. 

Senator McNamara. I have been advised that the president of 
the joint council at this time gets $25,000 a year. Do you know 
whether that is an unusual circumstance ? 

Mr. Moun. No. I think that precedent was established by Martin 
Lacey when he was president of the joint council. That is my in- 
formation. 

(Members of the select committee present at this point in the pro- 
ceedings: Senators McClellan, Kennedy, McNamara, and Mundt.) 

Senator McNamara. This was prior to that time. He received 
$25,000 and the other fellow was trying to get the job so he could 
get, $25,000. 

Mr. Moun. I don’t know about that, but I think the establishment 
of a salary was during Martin Lacey’s administration. That is my 
information. 

Senator McNamara. As far as you know, it was done by the votes 
of representatives of the local unions? 

Mr. Moun. That’s right. 

Senator Munpr. Does the joint council have any status or standing 
or votes in an international convention ? 

Mr. Moun. No. 

Senator Munpr. None of these 114 million votes come from the 
joint coune compe 

Mr. Moun. No, sir. 

Senator Munor. They all come from local unions? 

Mr. Moun. Yes, sir, local unions. 

Mr. Kennepy. Mr. Mohn, in view of the facts I have recited and 
the facts that you know about this situation, is there any question in 
your mind now that these locals were not established for the purpose 
of having them in existence prior to the merger, and that they were 
in fact, established in order to use their votes in the election ? 

Mr. Moun. Well, again, Mr. Kennedy, I think that I would like 
to confine my testimony to the facts as they were at that time. As 
to my opinions as to why they may have been established later on, 
I doubt if that is of any importance or of any value. 

Mr. Kennepy. Is it your position now at this time that the reason 
that these locals were established was in order to beat the merger of 
the CIO and AFL? Do you say that is a fact, an explanation why 
these charters were issued ? 

Mr. Moun. Those were the reasons that the charters were issued 
as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. Kennepy. I am not asking you that. I am asking you whether 
the reason that these locals were established was in order to beat the 
merger of the AFL-CIO, as you know the facts now. 
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Mr. Moun. Well, how is that pertinent? I don’t want to—— 

‘The Cuarman. This is what he means. 

Mr. Moun. You are asking for an opinion now, and you are not 
asking for a fact. 

The Cuamman. Let us get it in proper shape. 

Mr. Monn. I think I have testified to all of the facts in connection 
with it. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me ask you this one question: You testified 
at the time based on the facts you had then, you thought it was to 
beat the merger. 

Mr. Moun. That’s right. 

The Cuamrman. Based on the evidence that you now know, have 
you changed your mind about it? 

Mr. Moun. I still think that calls for just a personal observation 
of mine, and I do not think it has anything to do with the facts. 

The Cuarrman. We had an observation from you at the time you 
established them, and you thought then it was for that purpose. 
Have you changed your opinion ¢ 

Mr. Moun. I testified that that was a fact at that time, as I knew 
the facts. 

The CuHairman. As you knew the facts then, and would you say 
it is a fact as you know the facts now ¢ 

Mr. Moun. I think we are getting into the realm of an opinion. 

The Cuamman. We have to draw conclusions, the committee has. 

Mr. Moun. Certainly. 

The Caatrman. If you can be helpful, all right. And you are 
closer to the facts than any of us. 

Mr. Monn. I have tried to be as helpful as I knew the facts. 

The CuarrmMan. Let us proceed. 

Mr. Moun. The committee is entitled to draw a conclusion. 

The Cuarrman. All right, go ahead. He does not want to answer. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just on this, when you met with Mr. Dio up in New 
York and you went around and looked at what work he had been 
doing with local 102, were you impressed with that ? 

Mr. Moun. No: I was not particularly impressed with their opera- 
tions, as far as organizing the cab industry was concerned. I want to 
be fair when I make that observation because I knew very little about 
what they had done or tried to do and very little about it. 

In fact, Thad not known Dio and T did not know him and I did not 
form my opinions about Dio. He was an unknown character entirely 
to me. 

Mr. Kennepy. But you opposed at that time bringing this organ- 
ization into the teamsters. 

Mr. Morn. I opposed not only the bringing of that organization 
into the teamsters, but [ opposed the methods that were being em- 
ployed. I am not an expert on New York. Senator Ives has left, and 
he is. I could not visualize organizing some 30,000 cab drivers without 
being willing to spend millions of dollars or in doing it by going out 
and est: :blishing a picket line here and there across the city and trying 
to carve out these small little units one at a time. I could not see that 
that was a practical approach. 

I think other people in the labor movement have tried it before in 
New York, and they put an awful lot of money in it and they came out 
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with absolutely nothing. I did not think it was going to be a workable 
program. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you understand at this time that Mr. Hoffa was 
anxious to bring in the local 102 officers ? 

Mr. Monn. I did not know anything about Mr. Hoffa’s interest in 
local 102. 

Mr. Kennepy. You did not know anything about that at all? 

Mr. Moun. Not at that time. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you said that you had another meeting with 
Mr. Dio and Mr. Doria in Florida, in December of 1954. 

Mr. Monn. I think it was in the winter of 1954, if I remember 
rightly, but that had nothing to do with the cab situation. 

Mr. Kennepy. I understand that. There was question of jurisdic- 
tion of some of the locals in New York City ¢ 

Mr. Moun. He had gotten into a fight with one of our local unions 
over a shop of some kind. The details of that I know very little about 
and they didn’t waste much time telling me about it and I said there 
was nothing I could do about it. 

The best place to solve that was to go back to New York and solve 
it in New York. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Chairman, according to our records he 
was out of the labor union movement in October of 1954, although 
he remained according to some of the Doria letters, he remained inter- 
ested and active after that time. 

Mr. Moun. I don't know what his status was. 

Mr. Kennepy. But he certainly appeared as an official of these locals 
when he talked to you in Florida / 

Mr. Moun. He wasthere. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, you say that you saw him and met him once 
again here in Washington, and he was with someone at that time. 

Mr. Monn. That’s right. 

Mr. Kennepy. Whom was he with / 

Mr. Moun. Well, I would rather not involve some individual that 
T am sure hasn’t anything to do with the matter under inquiry and 
if it is important I will be glad to confidentially give it to the chairman 
of the committee, and I have no hesitation in telling him about it. 

The Cuarrman. I would not ask you to disclose the name if he had 
no connection with this whatsoever and you were with him on some 
other business, is that right / 

Mr. Monn. And in fact, I think I did give the name to the general 
counsel and I think he knows. 

The Cuarrman. We are not trying to involve him if he had no con- 
nection with it, and you say that ? 

Mr. Moun. I do not thing it has any place here. 

The Cuarmman. Allright, is there anything further / 

Senator Kennepy. I want to get back to this question of what is 
going to be done by the international about some of these people that 
have been before our committee. 

Now, one of them that was before our committee was Mr. Anthony 
“Ducks” Corallo, and I think that you may know from either reading 
the testimony or the papers, something about what sort of a back- 
«round he had and the fact that his influence extended over mone than 
one local of the teamsters. Of course, he took the fifth amendment. 
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Now, I understand that his election was last year and that, therefore, 
ihe membership will not have an opportunity to elect a new president 
until 1961. That is nearly 4 years from now, 5 years from the date 
of his election. 

Now, in the constitution of the teamsters, there are many sections 
which deal with the action which the international could take against 


Mr. Corallo. 
Section 4 (a) states that— 


Notwithstanding any other provision of this constitution, the general execu- 
tive board shall have jurisdiction to try individual members for all offenses 
committee against the offices or international organization. 


Then there is section 6: 
Grounds for charges against members of locals, joint councils, and offices. 


Number 4 is— 


Gross disloyalty or conduct unbecoming a member. 


And section 6 is misappropriation. Then in section 10 (a) it says: 


Whenever charges involving a member or members, officers, local unions or 
joint councils, or other subordinate bodies create or relate to a situation immi- 
nently dangerous to the welfare of a local union, joint council, and so on, the 
president is empowered in his discretion to assume original jurisdiction in 
such matters, 

Finally there is section 13 (a), the revocation of membership: 

On being found guilty of a crime, when a member is convicted of the com- 
mission of a crime or serious wrongdoing or pleads guilty to the commission 
of a crime or serious wrongdoing against the local union or against the com- 
munity, in which crime or act of serious wrongdoing tends to bring dishonor 
upon the local union, it shall be the duty of the local union to proceed to revoke 
the membership of such member. 

In other words, there are very adequate remedies which could be 
taken against Mr. Corallo and against the many other officers and 
Mr. Kleinman, and Berger and Carmel who were all convicted of 
extortion last year in local 875. They were all found guilty and two 
of them are serving time in prison now. To the best of my knowledge, 
they still hold the title of their office and one was given a suspended 
sentence. 

So I would like to ask you, Mr. Mohn, whether you or any member 
of the board or the board itself, plan to take any action against Mr. 
Anthony “Ducks” Corallo, a notorious hoodlum in New York whose 
influence extends over several locals of the teamsters. 

Mr. Moun. Well, our executive board is going to meet a week from 
today and I will be very glad to pose the question. 

Senator Kennepy. Would you give it an endorsement, that action 
should be taken against Mr. ¢ ‘orallo? 

Mr. Moun. I would be very glad to pose the question to our gen- 
eral executive board. I think that they are all men of enough expe- 
rience and they do not need any endorsement from Mohn to decide 
that. 

Senator Kennepy. What is your opinion? Do you think that he 
should be kept in or do you think action should be taken against 
Mr. Corallo for one. 

Mr. Moun. I think I answered generally the question that would 
apply to an individual such as Mr. Corallo. I said earlier that if an 
individual is known, and if it is known that he has conducted himself 
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as the record has been presented here and that is all I know about it, 
and I know nothing further about it—— 

Senator Kennepy. It is an extensive record. 

Mr. Moun. People of that kind should not be officers of a local 
union. I have said that. 

Senator Kmennepy. And the next step, is it fair to say then that 
you will use your influence to see that such a person, if he fulfills the 
description which has been given of him, and if the facts which the 
committee have brought out are so, that you would recommend that 
the executive board take action age inst him ? 

I am just trying to see whether the teamsters, and whether a man 
in your position intends to do something about this or whether the 
Congress is going to have to do it. 

That is not an unreasonable position for us to take. 

Mr. Moun. I am not going to permit myself to use this as any 
political forum within our international union. I would rather answer 
it by saying that I will be very glad to bring this to the attention of 
our executive board which meets a week from today. 

Senator Kennepy. Would it be possible for you to inform the com- 
mittee as to what action they plan to take, after the meeting, on Mr. 
Anthony “Ducks” Corallo? 

Mr. Moun. I will be very glad to. 

Senator Kennepy. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. Are there any other questions / 

Mr. Kennepy. We have a letter here that I would like to get in the 
record. 

Senator McNamara. Regarding that last question, does that as- 
sume that Dio is still a member of one of your local unions? 

Mr. Moun. No. 

Senator McNamara. I get these two characters mixed up. This one 
is still a member and Dio is not a member, is that correct / 

Mr. Monn. To my knowledge, Dio never was a member of our 
organization. 

Senator Kennepy. Mr. Corallo was an officer of your organization. 

Mr. Moun. You are telling me that Corallo is, and it may very well 
be. We do not keep individual membership records in the interna- 
tional office of any member. 

Senator Kennepy. He isa vice president of local 239 and his picture 
was all over the front page, and he makes $20,000, and surely it must 
be a matter of some interest to you that this man holds this position 
in your organization, does it not, and he has control of four other 
teamsters locals? Is that a matter that is of complete noninterest to 
you? 

Mr. Moun. No, it is not. 

Senator Kennepy. Therefore, it seems to me that you must be 
reasonably well informed about it. 

Mr. Moun. No, I am not reasonably well informed. All I know 
about Ducks Corallo is what I have read in the newspapers. While 
I have a great deal of respect for the press, I am not going to accept 
everything they say as being factual. 

Senator Kennepy. Have you read the the testimony before the 
committee ? 

Mr. Monn. I did. I read part of it. 

Senator Kennepy. Did you come to any conclusion ? 
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Mr. Moun. I think that I have answered that question pretty well 
already. 

Senator Kennepy. Would you answer it again? Have you come 
to any conclusion yourself as to whether Corallo should continue to 
hold a position of responsibility ? 

Mr. Moun. I do not want to name anyone by name, because I do not 
know Mr. Corallo. I have no knowledge of him whatsoever, except- 
ing as it was brought out here, as far as his record is concerned. 

I said, and I will repeat it, that if the things that were charged, if 
those are factual about an individual such as Corallo, if those are the 
records of a man, then as far as Mohn is concerned, Mohn doesn’t be- 
lieve that they ought to be a local union officer. 

That is as far as I am going to go with you. 

Senator Krennepy. I think you say “if.” The point I am asking 
you is, Have you attempted since these facts were brought forth by the 
committee to investigate the record so that you could come to a definite 
conclusion ? 

Mr. Moun. I think that would be a pretty difficult task. It only 
came out here in the last week or two. 

Senator Kennepy. In other words, you have not even read the 
transcript since then ? 

Mr. Monn. I have not read the transcript; no, sir, I have not. 

Mr. Kennepy. Just on that question, what about Mr. Gerald Con- 
nelly of Minneapolis? You are familiar with him, are you not? 

Mr. Moun. I know who is. That is about all. 

Mr. Kennepy. Now, Mr. Gerald Connelly was convicted of taking 
a bribe, was he not? 

Mr. Monn. He was. 

Mr. Kennepy. And he was ousted from his leadership of the union 
as an officer of the union? 

Mr. Monn. He was. 

Mr. Kennepy. Did you not take steps to put him back in as an officer 
of the union ? 

Mr. Moun. I did. I will be very glad to explain why I did. 

There were four individuals involved, as the committee knows, in 
Minneapolis, in connection with this case, and it involved some em- 
ployer up there. They were all indicted and they were tried and they 
were convicted. 

Now, they were all together in this trial and while I was out of the 
office, one of the other defendants asked that he be named trustee over 
this organization and Connelly removed without my knowledge, be- 
cause I would not have approved of it if I had been in the office, that 
is, to remove Connelly at that time. 

This threw the whole defense involving the other three individuals 
in a very chaotic condition. Now, in my opinion, there were varying 
degrees of guilt as far as those defendants were concerned. I felt that 
they were entitled to have before the court the best possible defense 
that they could have. 

Certainly, you weren’t going to do that by creating this fight be- 
tween the two individuals who were both defendants. I suggested that 
he be put back to work, not as secretary-treasurer, but he be put back 
to work in that organization at least for such a period of time as they 
were through with their case before the Federal court. 

That is exactly the facts in the case. 


89330 O—57—pt. 12——25 
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Mr. Kennepy. Hadn’t he pleaded guilty to that charge? 

Mr. Moun. At the time I went up there, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Kennepy. What position did he go back in as 

Mr. Moun. Business agent. 

Mr. Kennepy. He went back in as business agent of the local ! 

Mr. Moun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kennepy. And you were responsible? You and who else were 
responsible for putting him back in there? 

Mr. Moun. We got ourselves a trustee from outside of the area and 
put him in charge of the organization and removed one of the defend- 
ants who had named himself trustee, and removed him from that posi- 
tion, which we felt was a much sounder position for the organization. 

Mr. Kennepy. Who took that action? Was it you? 

Mr. Mony. I did it with the approval of the general president. 

Mr. Kennepy. Was there a board set up, you 1 and Mr. Hoffa? 

Mr. Monn. Yes, sir, he was with us, and O’Brien from Chicago. 

Mr. Kennepy. Didn't this Gerald Connelly get into more difficulty 
later on? He blew up a house and he blew up an automobile and then 
he took more bribes. 

Mr. Moun. I know he wound up in jail. 

Mr. Kennepy. Hadn’t he come originally out of Miami, where it 
was alleged that he had hired two people to kill someone ? 

Mr. Moun. I have heard that story, Mr. Kennedy, but I don’t know 
anything about it. 

Mr. Kennepy. I would think that you would find out some of these 
things, Mr. Mohn. I would think you would be interested. They are 
teamsters. 

You had a lot of testimony on it. and could go down there and find 
out. He and Jimmy Jones of the laundry workers were supposed to 
hire 2 men to go down to Miami to kill somebody, and he put 5 bullets 
in the man’s head. 

Mr. Moun. He didn’t go to jail for it. 

Mr. Kennepy. No, he came back up to Minneapolis and he got a job 
up there with the teamsters. 

Mr. Moun. I am not an investigator and I don’t have an investiga- 
tive staff. I don’t know any thing about Connelly’s past history. I 
know he is out of our movement and he is in jail at the present time. 
I know that. 

The CratrmMan. Well, Mr. Mohn, I can’t help but make this com- 
ment, that you certainly show very little enthusiasm for cleaning up 
this teamsters union. I will declare that I never saw anyone so hesi- 
tant about stepping in here and having a conviction and an opinion 
about whether he thinks it ought to be cleaned up. 

Mr. Monn. Senator, I take exception to those remarks. 

The CHarrman. I am sorry you do. 

Mr. Monn. I have spent 25 years in this movement. And I think 
that I can honestly say that I have worked very hard at it. It has been 
my only livelihood and I have had no other occupation in all of that 
time. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Mohn, I am not questioning that. I simply say 
that you show little enthusiasm—for these conditions that now pr evail 
about doing some- 
hee to clean it up. You occupy, I assume from your title, the next 
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highest position to Dave Beck in this organization, as executive assist- 
ant to the general president. 

Mr. Moun. I have nothing to say about the assumptions that you 
want to make, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. I will present you a letter here dated December 5, 
1956, addressed to you and signed by Mr. Joseph Konowe, regional 
director. 

Mr. Moun. Joe Konowe. 

The CHatrMan. I ask you to examine the letter and see if you iden- 
tify it. 

(The document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Moun. Yes, I identify it. 

The CuarrMan. It may be made exhibit 156. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 156” for refer- 
ence and will be found in the appendix on p. 4926.) 

Mr. Kennepy. I just want to give an explanation. 

There was a telegram sent out on December 3, 1956, over the signa- 
ture of Mr. Dave Beck, requesting once again that the joint council 
seat these various locals or commanding that they be seated. 

Then, on December 5, Mr. Konowe, regional director, writes Mr. 
Einar Mohn to tell him that the telegram had not been read on two 
grounds: (1) that they arrived late in the afternoon according to 
O’Rourke, “and consequently we had no way of knowing who had 
gotten them” and when I questioned O’Rourke as to why the tele- 
grams were not brought to the floor he gave the additional reason 
that, “something was cooking and things might be straightened out. 
I hope so.” 

That referred, did it not, to the fact that Mr. Lacey was going to 
withdraw from the race so there was no need to have these locals 
seated. 

Mr. Moun. I believe that it did, Mr. Kennedy. There were quite 
a few people in the New York joint council who had been working 
on reaching some understanding between Lacey and O’Rourke and 
that he would not be a candidate and that is what I was trying to 
say a while ago. 

That decision in my opinion, was reached long before this last 
telegram. 

Mr. Kennepy. After that letter was received, the telegram was not 
sent, and there has not been any pressure to seat these locals by the 
international since that time. 

Mr. Moun. No. The truth of the matter is that the decision that 
this self-appointed committee had been working on was reached quite 
some time prior to that. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Mohn. 

The Chair wishes, before we adjourn, to place in the record an affi- 
davit from Sal B. Hoffmann, dated the 14th of August 1957 and it 
relates to the testimony of Morris or Marshall Miller. 

The affidavit and the transcript of the testimony of Marshall Miller 
as testified here last week, together with transcript of any testimony 
contradictory to his testimony, will be sent to the Justice Department 
for its attention and action. 

It is the opinion of the Chair that in that testimony, I am not say- 
ing who because I do not know, somebody committed willful perjury 
before this committee. 
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(The affidavit is as follows:) 


STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, ss: 


Sal B. Hoffman, 1500 North Broad Street, Philadelphia, Pa., International 
President Upholsterers’ International Union of North America, AFL-CIO, being 
duly sworn according to law, deposes and says as follows: 

Morris Miller, also known as Marshall M. Miller, was employed by the Up- 
holsterers’ International Union as an organizer from 1946 until about January 
1948, at which time he was appointed director of organization of said union. 

On December 12, 1949, I dismissed Miller from employment because of evi- 
dence obtained that he had solicited a bribe from officials of a company in con- 
tractual relations with our union. 

I have read Miller’s statement, as reported in the New York Times for Mon- 
day, August 5, 1957, that I discharged him because he had dismissed, against 
my wishes, three organizers with criminal records. This statement, or any 
other similar allegation, is utterly false. 

Mr. Miller did not at any time discharge or terminate, or have the authority 
to discharge or terminate any organizers, or any other persons in the employ 
of the Upholsterers’ International Union of North American. 

Under the constitution of the Upholsterers’ International Union of North 
America, the sole and exclusive authority to hire and discharge organizers and 
other employees of the international union is confined to, and required to be 
exercised by the general president of the international union. 

All of the foregoing facts and information are true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge, information, and belief. 


Sat B. HorrMAN. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 14th day of August A. D. 1957. 
MARGUERITE F. ErPers, 
Notary Public. 
My commission expires May 28, 1959. 
The CHatrrMan. The committee will stand in recess until 10:30 in 
the morning. 
(Whereupon, at 5:15 p. m., the hearing in the above-entitled matter 
was recessed, to reconvene at 10:30 a. m., of the following day.) 
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APPENDIX 





EXHIBIT No. 104 


WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 258 


laternations! Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen & Helpers of America 


aA aaa oo 
20.28 4let AVENUE Chatham Phoenix Building, Room 301 LONG ISLAND CITY, N Y 


LRLOATANL. 


Dear Members: 


This is to advise you that effective the let 
day of July 1966 your local, Lecal 649, International 
Union, United Automobile Yorkers of America, AFL, has 
been changed tos 


®areheuse & Processing Employees Union 
Lecal 258 

Intermatienal Brotherheed of Teamsters 
APL=~C1¢ 


Such change in name only does not involve aay 
ehange in ite officers or memberehbi;). 


Our new offices will be leesated ot: 


20=<238-dlet Avenue ~- Room 301 
Long Ielen’ City, New York 
Telephone: Stillwell s-8002 


Accordingly, our obligations and rights unJer 
our present collective bargsining agreement with yous 


* . ‘ iy 


Compeny vhall comtinue, unaffectei by hi chaage 
name, 


Freternally yours, 


BAN#Y ‘DavhoOPP, 
ecy.~Treae. 





4869 








4870 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 
EXHIBIT No. 106 


APFUIATEO WITH apinanh 
AMERICAN awe 
PEDERaTion rene 


WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 258 


10 PARK AVENUE MOUNT VERNON, WN. Y, MOuNT VERNON 4-2916 


>_> 





February 2nd, 1956, 


Jeint Council *16, I. 5. of T. 
265 West 14th Strect 
New York 11, %. ¥. 


Deer Sir G Brother: 
This will certify that the heerep)@“ wa fl 
is an Executive Beard member of Lees] Ghiee 258 and is eligible 
te vote in the Joint Council election, 
Pretermally yours, 


; / Ag ff 


yy , 
Garry DeV&doff, Secy. Treas, 
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EXHIBIT No. 107 


a WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 269 


Internanonal Brotherhood of Teanwers, Chauffeurs, Warchousemen & Helpers of America 


1780 BROADWAY NEW YORK 19.N Y Plaza 7-6180 


-. 





February 2nd, 19%, 


Joint Council #16, I. B. of T. 
265 West 14th Street 
New York 1l, Re Ee 


Dear Sir & Brother: 
J se ashi Sues 
Me This will certify that the beerer. we pa face} 
is an Executive Board member of our Local Union #269, and is eligi- 
ble te vote in the Joint Council election, 


Fraternally yours, 


\ pedege Case 
Joseph Curcio, Secy.Treas, 
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ExH1BiIt No. 108 
APFILIATEO with a 
Peoema rips 
feet WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
re LOCAL 269 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen A Helpers of America 
1780 BROADWAY NEW YORK 19.N Y PLaza 7.6180 
<p 





February 2nd, 1956, 


Joint Council #14, I. 8. of T. 
265 West 14th Street 
New York 11, "he 


Dear Sir © Brother: 
a uw 
This will certify that the bearer ast Kt oSC-Hes& 
is an Executive foard member of our Local Mion #269, and is eligi- 


ble to vote in the Joint Council electior. 


Fraternally yours, 


} TI ty: -_ AA AA AA” 
Josegh Curcio, Secy.Treas, 
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EXHIBIT No. 109 


APFILIATEO WIth 
AMERICAN 
FeoeRatTion 
oF .asoRr 


WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 362 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauifeurs, Warehousemen & Helpers of America 





119 WEST COLUMBIA STREET HEMPSTEAD. Li IVanmoe 1-0112 


> 





February 2nd, 1956, 


Joint Council *16, I. 8. of T. 
265 West 14th Street 
New York 11, a, v. 


Dear Sir & Brother: 


This will certify that the reoree HARTI SCHLA HCER 


is an Executive Seerd member of our Local Union #362, and is eligi- 
Het ble to vote in the Joint Council election. 


Freternally yours, 


az . 
OY VDKW Brusov 


AB/ke Abraham Brier, Secy. Trees, 
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EXHIBIT No. 110 


APPRIATED WiTre 
Amer AN 
FeOeRatION 
oF tason 


WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 651 


international Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chaufleurs, Warchousemen A Helpers of America 


139 w. coLomBia sTREET MOET HEMPSTEAD LU i Wanwoe 1.9112 
ae 





Februcry dnd, 196 


Joint Vounei! ‘a lo, tT. . of Te 
2%) Sest Mth ‘treet 
‘ow York’ B12, Ye 


‘ear Sir * Srother: 

Dis will certify thet the reorer_,[05074_ Mypehiwo 
is em fxecutive oard member of our tocel ‘wion *651] and is eligi- 
ble to vote ir the Joint Council election, 


Pratervally yours, 


Datla Arde 


Nethen orden, Sesy. "reas, 





A/O 








APFILIATEO With 
aMenican 
reorRation 
oF .aeoe 
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ExHIpiT No. 111 


WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 288 
Internationa! Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen & Helpers of America 














10 PARK AVENUE MOUNT VERNON. N.Y MOUNT Vernon 4-2916 
oe 


February 2nd, 1956, 


Joint Council #16, I. 8B. of T, 
265 West 14th Street 
New York 11, N. Y. 


Dear Sir & Brother: 


, Baus 
This will certify that the beered 1 +14. hid | 


is an Executive Board member of Local Union 256 and is eligible 


to vote in the Joint Council election, 


Fraternally yours, 


ALAM oa SIAM Srf f 
Harry Davidoff, Secy, Treas. 
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ExHIBIT No. 112 


WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES UNION 
LOCAL 269 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen & Helpers of America 


1780 BROADWAY NEW YORK 19._N_ Y 


a - 


PLaza 7 6180 





February 2nd, 19%, 


Joint Council 714, I. % of T. 
265 Soest 14th Street 
New York ll, KR Y,. 


Deer Sir’ “rother: 
Thi ill certify thet the bearer wget. nner 


is an Executive “oord member of our Local Mion #269, and is eligle 


ble to vote in the Joint Council electior. 


Pretermaily yours, 


WAgd 4:AM 4ar 


Joséph Curecio, Secy. reas, 








IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4877 


ExHIBIT No. 115 





’ 
4 
Bes s 
fam wannen STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALWPCmneiA 
Governor J = 
J ; IZATION 
/ DEPARTMENT OF EMPLOYMENT ——- 
toes P STREET “s 
ff SACRAMENTO 14, CALIFORNIA ‘callie: aieiess 
; Cher man 
April 11, 1949 1.4 mUGrORD 
Vice Chairmen 
anes G. BRYANT / TOLAND C. MeGETTIGAN 
Director / ICHAEL 8. KUNZ 
4 GLENN Vo WALLS 
Occidental Life Insurance Co. ‘ 
of Californie wee 
1151 So. Broadway 96:061:1h 
Los Angeles 15, California 
- Attn: J. P. Dandy 
With your letter of March 29, 1949, you forwarded a copy of your policy forms 
GAP-1] and requested that single case consideration be given to the fill-in 
material as it appears on the policy. 
The fill-in wording appearing in the "Exceptions" section fo the "Insuring 
Provisions” on page 2, and the fill-in wording on ea@dorsement form GAE-78, with 
respect to classes of employees not eligible, is objectionable. 
Under Section 283(a) of the regulations, coverage under a voluntary plan must be 
made available to all of the employees of the employer, or to all of the employees 
Aas employed in a separate establishment of the employer. 
The fillein wording on your policy form GAP-1] cannot be approved since such 
word‘ng restricts coverage under a voluntary plan to the employees who are 


members of a particular labor organization, 


A voluntary plen insured under Policy Form GAP-11, with fill-in wording 


submitted, may be approved only if provision is made for coverage under the 
voluntary plan of the remaining employees of the employer. 
| Very truly yours, 
| . - @ ] 
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EXHIBIT No. 124A 


ase 
APPLICATION FOR CHARTER 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, 
Warehousemen and Belpers of America 





CXoskin dated HEADQUARTERS 


100 Indiana Ave., N. W. Washington 1, D. C. 


Dente. BAe JOHN F. ENGLISH, General Secretary-Treasurer 
~ o* Yhos Renato CityNew York, New York 
Dateovember 8, 1955 





We, the undersigned Wage-Workers, believing it to be well calculated to improve our economic and 
social condition and promote our industrial well being and advancement, respectfully petition the Interna. 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America to grant a Charter to ug 
as representatives of : 


Warehouse and Processing 
Proposed Name of Organization J ~~“ saeer aaa Geek wou a eae Gas Wado te We wen 








Jurisdiction.___Oreater New York Area, New York 0 


ax ‘City or Cities) Stee) 
Business Address10 Park Ave. sire Mt. Vernon, N.Y. 
(City and State) 


Anticipated number of members in Local Union_ es ; _..Business Phone No. 


—— rere 


eee, 


We hereby pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to be governed by the Constitution, Rules and 
Usages of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 
with the reserved right to preserve the autonomy or self-government of our own organization, subject to such 
rules and regulations as may be made, or are now established in our organization as above named. 




















Se snes pl iigieeneattinnic ctieleetisetintivamnnehitilicinneeiia 
Name of President... nebo Spec inhinirnciancinieaieiscniilionntitindiiaantinnmanetinneiaall 
Name of Secretary-Treasurer Harry Davidoff  __ address 2 
ie cceininieimie RS ee 
,__Georse Snyder 
» Clarence Clarke 
a; anne Maa 
Joseph Loveluck ee rt Re ep 
Neil Lebin ‘ rr MERE ec eS Ok oe 


« ohn Vittaca 





7 


(PLEASE TYPE om PRinr Lace y NAMES OV AFrLICANTS) == ee 
Une additional sheets when necessary Send names of all charter members with this application 


ae (OVER) 


258 
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CMake dtd 
Bas 


Cnoget yd 


Oca 


as representatives of : 


Proposed Name of Organization 


asi 
sreat 


Jurisdiction 
Business Address 


Anticipated number of 


We hereby pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to be governed by the Constitution, Rules and 
Usages of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 
with the reserved right to preserve the autonomy or self-government of our own organization, subject to such 


EXHIBIT 


LABOR FIELD 


No. 124B 


APPLICATION FOR CHARTER 


Warehousemen and 


HEADQU. 
100 Indiana Ave., N. 


Helpers of America 


w. Washington 1, D. C. 


JOHN F. ENGLISH, General Secretary-Treasurer 


x 


g) Rew rP 


We, the undersigned Wage-Workers, believing it to be well calculated to improve our economic and 
social condition and promote our industria] weil being and advancement, respectfully petition the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America to grant a Charter to us 


er New York “rea, 


eCity or Cities) 
- 


City 


November & 
Date : ae 


Warehouse and Processin 


(Neme should inchude type of craft and workers to be covered 


hew York 


Street 


members in Local Union 


City and State 


195 


State 


Business Phone No 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, 


5 


rules and regulations as may be made, or are now estallished in our organization as above named 


Name of Organizer. 


Name of President 


Name of Secretary-Treasurer 


NAMES OF APPLICANTS 


Harry 
David 
f 
a ‘ 
+ Domin4 
. Prank 
Alfred 


‘= 


Use additional sheets when necessary. Send names of all charter members with this application 


Reiss 


Virilt 


Petrozz 


Address 


Address 


Address 


ADDRESSES 


(PLEASE TYPE O8 PRINT LEGIBLY NAMES OF APPLICANTS) 
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New York, New York — 


264 


OVER 
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ExHIBIT No. 124C 
ner ha * 
om APPLICATION FOR CHARTER 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chautteurs, 
Warehousemen and Belpers of America 















HEADQUARTERS 
Cumann deed 100 Indiana Ave., N. W. Washington 1, D. C. 
Y\erewieenr T, JOHN F. ENGLISH, General Secretary-Treasurer 
i <.- <_< ' . 
On soak 4» 'Rensle city_New York, New York 
#5 ase ah Date NOVember 8, 1955 — 





We, the undersigned Wage-Workers, believing it to be well calculated to improve our cconsallll . 
social condition and promote our industrial well being and advancement, respectfully petition the Interns. : 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America to grant a Charter ton ( § 
as representatives of : i I 

Warehouse and Processing ; 
Proposed Name of Organization___ iit” cL ee 
Slates ed eovalas-eapaieeioctbatiaemeebsneechaiaelbninsepipereies 7 washable magenta —_ ; J 
Jurisdiction Greater New York Area, New York con 
eat, ea eg on eer — f 
; 1780 B'way New York, New York 
id CE eo eee eal dickdeengsitn caconesenne : 7 F 
Besinase Aare ' (City and ‘State! a 7 3 
Anticipated number of members in Local Union__ . Business Phone No. a ' 
oat I 

We hereby pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to be governed by the Constitution, Rules an] ‘ 
Usages of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of : A 
with the reserved right to preserve the autonomy or self-government of our own organization, subject to ad 
rules and regulations as may be made, or are now established in our organization as above named. } 
I iii ct Address. liianiajnass Lileigialiaeaieinaeoedesiegel ; 
Name of President__ cosailen petanaeacaabd Adi eee ' 
Name of Secretary-Treasurer_ Joseph Cy Curcio ‘ _Address__ i etchitiaisialiatinnsehaeandanditagies iat . 
ro [>EE ee Be <—— = ma ar. a 


__ NAMES OF APFIACANTS ge et al ADDEESSES 


Frank Easton 


‘ Robert Sauer 


Stanley Seslin 


a Harold Tolson gai Bi i cri tot 

"a Richard Easton aS ven NL ae fos bso 

IE Aarne An =e CR ee OE a ae ‘ 
a i nn ele 
i 


(PLEASE TYPE O8 PRINT LEGIBLY NAMES OF APPLICANTS) 
Use additional sheets when necessary. Send names of al! charter members with this application. 
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ExHIBnITt No, 124D 


APPLICATION For CHARTER 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, 
Warehousemen and Belpers of America 





HEADQUARTERS 
Ack 100 Indiana Ave., N. W. Washington 1, D. C. 
G95 JOHN F. ENGLISH, General Secretary-Treasurer 
nee hy i Ss Chay. LUE SOEs Rew” XSER 


N ve hy 3° 
Date = ember : i 





We, the undersigned Wage-Workers, believing it to be well calculated to improve our economic and 
social condition and promote our industrial well being and advancement, respectfully petition the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America to grant a Charter to us 
as representatives of : 

Warehouse and Processin 


(Name should inchide type of creft and workers to De covered | 


Proposed Name of Organization 


‘ treater New York Area, New York 
Jurisdiction ae daikon a Si 
(City or Cities State! 


Business Address 9 ¥. Columbia St. Street ".Hemstead, Lons Island, New York 
City and State 


Anticipated number of members in Local Union Business Phone No. ‘i 


We hereby pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to be governed by the Constitution, Rules and 
Usages of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 
with the reserved right to preserve the autonomy or self-government of our own organization, subject to such 
rules and regulations as may be made, or are now established in our organization as above named. 


Name of Organizer Address___ cancel 

Name of President___. a Address. . sasuidined 

Name of Secretary-Treasurer_ “ ordor Address. : sooleninaiis giegl 
NAMES OF APPLICANTS AUDRESSES 


Herbert Dofrfr 


: William Barrett fy See 

5 John Moriarty ‘ sepals 

- Nicholas Marti 

s William Woods 

header re nna eomaa sinc 

2h saalielieeshiitiadalienaengieeiitsiiiel sinncesiepemnnccilenipienibaalipi ipnstocnmniegnlilvnpiliindidenenesipineniecteipentreesningasiinguitiby scheint ahiagys 
& 


‘Use additional sheets when necessary. Send names of all charter members with this application. K 


ee - (OVER, 
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ExHIBIT No. 124E 


wwe ee 


Ze 


APPLICATION FOR CHARTER 


International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chautteurs, 
Warebousemen and Helpers of America 


Caden oben HEADQUARTERS 

—n, ee 100 Indiana Ave., N. W. Washingten 1, D. C. 

eh oar¥ W« JOHN F. ENGLISH, General Secretary-Treasurer 

a : ; New York, New York 
eis Nag ith ree tether ags Geoeee ai aeeanisal 

iTee's to 4, © Rewrine 


__ November 8, 1955 

We, the undersigned Wage-Workers, believing it to be well calculated to improve our economic and 
secial condition and promote our industrial well being and advancement, respectfully petition the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America to grant a Charter to us 
as representatives of : 
Proposed Name of Organization _ Warehouse and Processing -" __ sal’ 


(Name should include type of craft and workers to be covered.) 





Jurisdiction Greater New York Area, New York ijoemiisdriiiiithdadtaseiitipatninsiaiae 


City or Cities: ate \ State) 


Business Address 119 W. Colombia St. street  W. Hempstead, Lone Island —_ __ 


Anticipated number of members in Loca] Union___ : icemennsnann ON WU EO cic 


We hereby pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to be governed by the Constitution, Rules and 
Usages of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 
with the reserved right to preserve the autonomy or self-government of our own organization, subject to such 
rules and regulations as may be made, or are now established in our organization as above named. 





a cases seen asl sheila ht cee 
I id in seconds neiinneigiciecieticen oaibiiaanilnaceteandaitin MEAN sarsamaiiy eipiatathintaiinins ha cenntaraimenalititidaee 
Name of Secretary-Treasurer_ “D¢ Brier. = ss Address 

sesh nt ES OF APPLICANTS ill haat ane ; apoeneere sions 


Bernie Talkow 











s Arthur Scott 34 rs a 
“ "Murray Platzow Sack aly le a ee a 
eee es 
aac cnc a nate ose gia idl a 
‘ Santiago Vazquez 





(PLEASE TYPE OB FRINT LEGIBLY NAMES OF APPLICANTS) pe 
Use additiona) sheets when necessary. Bend names of all charter members with this application. n> 


i - \ovmE) 








cFe | | 


: 


| 4 


| 


BBE | 
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EXHIBIT No. 124F 


Pw mine we 295 


APPLICATION For CHARTER 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, 
Warebousemen and Belpers of America 
eh aka ° 


100 Indiana Ave., N. W. Washington 1, D. C. 





Wass JOHN PF. ENGLISH, General Secretary-Treasurer 
2. eenk (Yo S ity_New York, New York 
e io. oF (Renta City tte lee 
Pr rac’ bh Date November 8, 1955. + Ss 


We, the undersigned Wage-Workers, believing it to be well calculated to improve our economic and 
social condition and promote our industrial well being and advancement, respectfully petition the Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America to grant a Charter to us 


ax representatives of : 

. : Air FPreicht Chauffeurs, Handlers, Warehousemen and 

Proposed Name of Organization___ sail dpoiopliinnnerciinnteneitintinttenastiaeiitintttapeitiasittiipsmtinateitiagi; tienen 
(Mame should inctude type of craft end workers to be covered.) 

Allied Workers 


ter New York Area, New York 


Jurisdiction. re Ronnies cb bastions cesses Lieanininn tip ciatiiaaalampiainapilinliatiiidaaiiticaes 
icity or Citiee) State: 
Business Address __..__ pine i Street iostaihnitma reat : iorbiieepiieliaiidiiee Shige 
(City and State) 
Anticipated number of members in Local Union___. Business Phone No. 


We hereby pledge ourselves, individually and collectively, to be governed by the Constitution, Rules and 
Usages of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 
with the reserved right to preserve the autonomy or self-government of our own organization, subject to such 
rules and regulations as may be made, or are now established in our organization as above named. 


Oe Ca icc ibicsnilattihitabinsnitemmyecians TI iin aihineciterititlinnlishig cdi ieiie tea 

Name of President sane “ a sic ID cic a te 

Name of Secretary-Treasurer__ SE DOI ccicccnaiecniteiniai i il, 
NAMES OF APPLICANTS aa ADDBESSES 


reorge Crat 
Harold Sampson 


John McNamara 


~ Joseph Schultz 


Micheal Burton 


simprng Ring 


| deentietinesina = apeananiengyesvasilipanccsiitiie “ eidaiaeiainiialin ane 
. Anthony Russo CS 
e saeeetiangs: cenietinieniepilinam 
(PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY NAMES OF APPLICANTS) 
Use additional sheets when necessary. Send names of all charter members with this application. 
ER (OVER) 
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ExHIBIT No. 127 


Mr. Jam Soldstein 
Local 239, le B. of Té 
2155 “rand Concourse 
Bronx, 4. Y. 





Dear Sir ané Brothert«+ 


Be advised that on Tuesday, Sentember iith your 
application for charter was avvcroved by Joint Council 


#16, same to read as i : tive Accerscries, 

Parts, Synthetic and tts Drivers, 

telpers and Warehou Oi. 

Your financial cbhligstions ire follows: J int Counetl 

Dues and Statistical Ascesoment _ 2,500 based on the ratio 
one dollar oor yer , er 9 le immediately, 


and 2420 representing Local 239's contrition to the 
Eastern Conference of Teamsters base! on the r:itio of 
50g per menber, payable immediately. Both eok re to 


be submitted here and we will fo: i the aster oni erence 
ehecx to #ashineton. 


You will be notified wien the next Council meotir takes 

lace at which time all officers aust Se present to be 
seated, Kindly sena to this office « letter listi the 
names and home addresses of your of{tcers re »iesting that 
they bo seated, 


Trusting yu will give this matter your immediite attention, 


I remain 


Yraternally yours, 


WT: VM Martin T. Lacey, 


res ident 
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ExHIbBIt No, 128 


z 7 

armuiaveD ; 
— oN 
-~ WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING EMPLOYEES 


LOCAL 284 





24 €&. 23a0 STREET NEW YORK 10. N.Y OREac 
> 





Novemecr 2GtH, 19 


i INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD oF TEAMSTERS 
Joint Councit #16 
265 West t4rm Sreeer 
New Yoru City, New Yor« 
Dear Sin & Brotece: 
LISTEO BELOW YOU WILL FIND THE NAMES OF THE 


OFFICERS OF Loca. Union No, 204 and THE 1 €S OF THE 


OFFICES TO WHICH THEY ARE ASS'|GNED: 


Harry Reiss ~- Fimwanciat Secattary-Tetasurer 
Davio Cosentino - PRES\DENT 

Dowimcn Santa Maria =~ Vice-Presioenr 

Mitton Linoew - Recoroine Secretary 

Vito BocniccHio - Trustee 

Freo VirGitio ~ Trustee 

Haro.o Cuceerr - Trustee 


THEY REQUEST TO BE SEATED aS OF 


Joint Councit #16. 


HR:is SECRETARY 


| EXHiet oo 
U. gm iwe Cour / 
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No. 


4 
Local Union 295 


Affilieted with the 
INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS, CHAUPFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN & HEL 


American Federation eof Laber 


EXHIBIT 128A 


SE —————————————————————— 


42! NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK I, N.Y. e LAckawanna .- 
November 70, 1°55 

¥r. Mertin T. Lacey, President 
Teamsters Joint Council #16 

est l@th Street 
New York City, New York 
Dear Sir and Hrother: 

Local Union 295 herewith respectfully 

requests the Joint Council to seat the following 


nemed as delegates in the Council. 
Vicheel Burton President 
Thimoty Rings e President 


John Mc Namara Secretery-Tressurer 
Jack Meyer Recording Secretary 
‘nest Horent ‘rustee 
James ste Trustee 
~uel Berk Pavey Trustee 
‘ysternally Yours, 
< . : ’ +c we 
> me 7 
~ “a - ee rer 
7 
_ WiHis , - 
y & Laat Ve 
, n y "a 
> ae mae ee — 
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ExHIBIT No, 129 


ervational Brotherhood of ‘ 
TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS 


DAVE BECK WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS of. America jj} 


oowe Penden 


ANA AVENUE. Ff W « WASHIN N C « STERLING 3-05 
| 
June , 1954 
O.AL34" 
J 5 —™é ee. a 

Mr. Martin Lacey, President m D. of N. ¥ 

Joint Council of Teamsters N io as 

265 West 14th Street APR I? 1300 

New York, New York 

Dear Marty 

You asked me, following ir mecting with your Executive ard ar 

Advieory Board members, to submit to 1a brief men andun ft 

matters that we had under discus it resi t Beck's of ‘ n Monday 

of this week, 

I talked to the General President over the phone fo ving our mee 2 a 

outlined to him the matters that we had discussed and the i : ns that 

had been arrived at. I state to you ar your associate that he i nore 


than pleased with the outcome of the meeting 


We discuesed the issuing of charters without those charters ha 


wing be 
discussed with the officials of the Joint Counci] and without the 
having had an opportunity to express themselves on t 1estion whether 
charfers should be issued. I stated that we would, int sture 
with you and your associates in Joint Council No, 16, 0 

| new charters in the New York area I made it very clear, “ er a 
wae my duty, to point out that after having accorded Joint ne ‘ i 

ied the opportunity to discuss the issuance of charters, that in the | vs 

the responsibility and the right to mak« ich a determination must est 
in the General President's office and that we reserve the right, aft 
had such a discussion, to disagree with the position taken by Joint Coun 
No. 16 and to iseve charters under those condit : By having dis< - 
on euch guestions we ought to reduce to a very low minimum the number 


of cases where we might be in disagreement 


Some discussion was held over the question of the rantine of strik 
sanctions. I pointed out that in the past year we ert : 
rocedures, repared certain forme nsiete : rta s 


89330 O—57—pt. 12 
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information before this office would process and grant strike sanction in 

any dispute, regardless of where that organization might be located. Our 

local unions in Joint Council No. 16 will be treated exactly as other local 

unions are treated in compliance with the required information before 

strike sanction is granted. It was called to my attention by one of the 
representatives present at the meeting, that in his opinion, there has been . 
undue delay in obtaining the recommendations necessary to process a strike i 
request on the part of Vice-President Hickey. This matter will be taken 

up with Vice-President Hickey and 1 assure you that, while we must insist 

that we have the recommendation of the Vice-President before we act upon 

a strike request, that there shall be no undue delay in making the necessary 
investigation and recommendations back to this office. 


We discussed the Eastern Conference and the position of Joint Council No. 16 
in relation to the Eastern Conference. We cannot agree that the inetructions 
to local unions, for whatever reasons, to withhold their tax to the Eastern 
Conference by action of Joint Council No, 16, was proper. We did state, 
however, that those matters were now behind us and that we were perfectly 
willing to start anew as of yesterday and it was my understanding, following 
the meeting, that the Joint Council will now line itself up along with the other 
organizations in the east and become full, participating members of the 
Eastern Conference. 


We discuseed the function of the Eastern Conference office in New York. This 
office was established prior to the actual formation of the Eastern Conference 
of Teamsters. It was established in New York to function primarily as an 
organizing office and that should continue to be its primary function. (Any 
confusion that may have arisen by the use of stationery whose letterhead 
states that it is the Eastern Conference of Teamsters, will be clarified by 
properly identifying the New York office as being an office separate and 
distinct from the main office of the Eastern Conference of Teamsters. The 
statement was made that you and your associates had not had any opportunity 
to meet our representative, George Baldanzi. I shall make it my business 

to arrange a meeting with the officials of Joint Council No. 16 and George 
Baldanzi for the purpose of getting you acquainted with him and to let him 
outline part of the program that he has in mind for an organizing campaign 

in the New York area. 
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We spent some time discussing the New York waterfront situation. It has 
been no secret that there has not been a one hundred per cent agreement on 
the position of the AFL and of our International Union and some of our 
associates in the New York Joint Council as it pertains to the New York 
waterfront, Individuals have the right to disagree on this or any other” 
question. However, the office of the International Union, going along with 

the announced position of the AFL, took a firm stand that we would support 

the AFL to clean up the New York waterfront. In the instance of our own 
International Union, we had the job of securing for our people the work 

which is properly our jurisdiction, namely, the loading of trucks on the New 
York waterfront. lexplained that there had been no change in that position 
and that we certainly needed and expected the cooperation of our Teamster 
movement in New York to accomplish this objective. I brought up the question 
of an independent movement sponsored by the ILA to organize inte their member - 
ship drivers, members of our organization in New York. I was gratified, as 
I am sure all of your associates were, to hear Johnnie O'Rourke announce that 
he had definitely told the ILA (Ind.) that in New York we were all Teamsters 
first andthat any differences amongst ourselves would in no way interfere 

with our standing together and fighting, if necessary, to prevent the estab- 
lishment of any independent organization amongst the membership of our 
Teamster unions in New York. 


We all tried to keep the discussion away from personalities. I realize that 
this is not always easy, particularly as it relates to the situation at New York. 
I want to briefly again restate the position of our office in regard to Vice- 
President and General Organizer, Thomas Hickey. Tom Hickey has been 
elected by our Convention to be a member of our General Executive Board. 
Daniel J. Tobin, when he was President, appointed Hickey to also be the 
General Organizer for the New York area. This office intends to give full 
support to Vice-President Hickey in his capacity as Vice-President and 
General Organizer. Knowing you and something about your philosophy az 

it applies to your associates, I am eure that in a similar position, you would 
want it definitely understood that this office should and will support its 
representative, who in this instance happens to be Vice-President Hickey. 

I did state to you and your associates that if probleme arise that involve the 
relationship between Vice-President Hickey and the officials of Joint Council 
No. 16 over which some disagreement might occur, that we would be very 
happy to get your side of such a disagreement andthat we would then reserve 
the right to discuss the matter with Hickey. The final decision on such policy 
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Page 4. 


—_— 


matters will always rest with the General President's office ami the a 
situation in New York will certainly not be treated any differently than 
it would in any other section of the country. 


I pledged the support of this office to work with the Joint Council on any 

problem that might arise in New York or vicinity. I was convinced after 

the meeting that it was the sincere desire of all of your associates who 
were present, to diligently work and cooperate with our program here 
at the national office as well as with the Eastern Conference of Teamsters. 


We are more than pleased with the selection of Joe Trerotola as the Secretary- 
Treasurer of the Eastern @nference of Teamsters. We feel that the appoint- 
ment of Joe should go a long ways to establishing a much closer working 
relationship between the Joint Council at New York, our Betern Conference 

of Teamsters and the International Union office. I promised you, Marty, that 

I would discuss with Dave your desire to sit down with him privately on his 

next visit to the east. He assured me by telephone that he would be glad 

to spend a couple of hours in discussion of any of the problems that you 

might have in mind to take up with him. The work at the office and the time 
permitting, I am going to plan on spending a day a week in New York for the 

next four or five months. I will arrange my time and my work so that when 
I come to New York, I will contact your office and take up with you any of the 
current problems that might exist. 


+ 
\ 


This, I believe, covers basically the matters that were discussed and 

the assurances that were given as to our future relationships. They are of 
no consequence, Marty, unless both of us work real hard to bring about the 
objectives that were under discussion. 


Fraternally yours, 


Arup OFT) z 


fi ow 4 ~_ ; 
CF Einar ©. Mohn, Assistant to 
the General President. 











f 
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MINUTES OF EXECUTIVE BOARD MEETING OF JOINT COUNCIL #16, I.B.T. 
Monday, December 12, 195: 











A regular meeting of the Executive Boar’ of J 1 #16 
was held at the Joint Counc}1 office, Room 70 Litt 
Street ,New York City on Monday, December 1 °?tt ee 
The meeting was called to order at 10:10 A. M. by President, 
Martin T. Lacey. 

ROLL CALL OF OFFIC=2RS: 

eee antcennatniauinieotecmains 

Martin T. Lacey, President Present 

Joseph Trerotola, Vice-=Pres. ™ 

Louis Lufrano, Sec'y-Treas, " 

Leonard R. Geiger, Rec-Secty. : 

Josevh Parisi, Trustee . 

Harry Schonvback, Trustee * 

Harry Ressler, Trustee - 

ADVISORY BOARD: 

Thomas Reilly, Local ‘ Absent - excus 

John Eek, Local 81 Present 

John De Lury, Local ° " 

Dennis Crotty, Local ° Absent - ycus 
COMMUNICATIONS: 

Copy of letter sent to Alfr ’ ¢ Joint ine! 
#72 relative to affiliation. 

Data from Local 126, I. 8. T., Wi sf t! t tri} 

at Fred Rueping Leather mpany. Pile 

Letter from the New York Brewery Workers Joint Y ety'sine 
of the election of John Hoh as secretary. 

that Brother Hoh be seated as Local delegate. 

Letter from the International relative to the Flight neir rs 
and the Air Line Pilots Association. Executive Boar u 

to follow past practices regarding picket lines. 
Communications from Local &10 outlining various and assort 
complaints. Tabled, futur etters of a similar nature t be 
left in the hands of the Chairman to te straighte ; it. 
Seals from the New York Tuberculosis Assnciation. Tat 

Data on the American Chicle situation. Board ruled to continue 
the same course of action already agreed upon. 

Correspondence relative to Remington Rand Company. File 


Letter from the March of Dimes with request to atopt a 
resolution to support their drive. Referred to Central Trades 
and Labor Council. 
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Data on taxi situation. Referred to meeting of committee 
in January. 


Letter from Local 522 requesting Council to take an ad in 
their journal in connection with their Second Anniversary 
Dance. File 


Copy of a letter sent to Local 85 by Local 814 requesting 
that Local 85h carry out the instructions of Joint Council #16 
in turning over the contract at Gerald 0. Kaye and Associates 
Corporation and a letter from Local 854 advising the Council 
that they will appeal the decision of the Council to the 
International. File 


Tickets for the luncheon honoring George Meany and Walter 
Reuther Tuesday, December 13th sponsored by the National 
Religion and Labor Foundation. Joint Council to be represented 
at the luncheon. 


Letter from Local 272 outlining complaint against Local 32B 
of the Building Service Employees Intn'l. Union. The Board 
endorsed the pesition taken by Local 272. Chairman to assist 
272 in this direction. 


Letter from Local 875 requesting the seating of the following: 
Jack Berger, President; Nathan Carmel, Vice-President; Aaron 
Kleinman, Secretary-Treasurer; Joseph Riorito, Recording 
Secretary; Bill Phillips, Trustee; Charles Englebrecht, Trustee; 
end Al Marino, Trustee. Executive Board recommended that they 
be sented. 


Letter from Local 917 requesting the seating of Emil Kuska, 
Trustee. Executive Board recommended his seating. 


Date from Local £13 and 807 regarding rubbish removal work at 
the American Banknote Company. Board ruled that Brother Strong, 
I 1 #07 and Brother Adelstein,Local &13 attempt to resolve 


the dispute. 


Brother Keplan was invited to report on the possibility of 
establishing a pension plan for Local officials. Chairman to 
appoint a committee to investigate into the cost and benefits 


o 


of a pension plan. 
Letter of appeal from members of Local 202. Chairman to 
answer, 


Cony of letter sent to member of Local 81 by said Local 
rerearding steady employment. File 

Letter from Local 239 advising Council of their organizational 
activities for the month of November. File 


Telegram from Pocketbook Workers protesting picket line of 
Locel 138 at A. J. Siris, 780 E. l3th St., N. ¥. C. File 


Letter from Local 707 requesting the seating of the following: 
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Vincent Doyle, President; Alfred Smith, Sr., Vice-=Presidant; 
John J. Flaherty, Secretary-Treasurer; Thomas Sweeney, 
Recording Secretary; Frank Connolly, Trustee; Dan Spero, 
Trustee; and John Mc Namara, Trustee. ¥xecutive Board 
recormended that they be seated. 


Requests for the seating of delegates from the following Local 

Unions: 295, 258, 269, 284, 262 and 651. Chairman to write 

to the International requesting information as to whether or 

not charters were issued to these Local Unions and if issued, 

to send a copy of the application for charter for each of the 
cals to the Joint Couneil office. Pending report from the 

International, communications. tabled. 


Brother Trerotole made a partial report on the Beck dinner. 

A more ‘tailed repvort will be made when all data is available. 
A motion was made, seconded and carried that nominations for 
Joint Council officers will be held at the next meeting in 


7 , 
wie YY 
varuary a JC 


There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was 
Atourre? + 1322 PD v 
adjou Q@tv Les y &£e . 


Respectfully submitted, 


LRG: VM Leonard 8. Geiger, 
Recording Secretary 


. 


oelu-1 
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MINUTES OF MEETING OF JOINT COUNCIL #16, I. B. T. 
Tuesday, December 13, 1955 : 


A regular meeting of Joint Council #16, I. B. T. was held 
at Roosevelt Auditorium, 100 East 17th Street, New York City 
on Tuesday, December 13, 1955 at 6:00 FP. mM. 


The meeting was called to order at 6:00 P. M. by President, 
Martin T. Lacey. 


The minutes of the vrevious Council meeting of October 11tt 
were read and adopte. 


The minutes of the “xecutive Board meetings of October 19th, 
October 27th, November 7th and December lieth were read ar 


aiopted. 


COMMUNICATIONS: 
Sener Seed, 











Yeata from T ernational relatty to | -a} ' ar an 
internat: i . Vv > LO L l 
their affiliation with one Joint Council. Reait and filed, 
The T4nancial Renort for the fisca year + "> ’ 7 
1955 wes read. 
Letter from Leceal 3 advising of their organizing drive. 
o “294A 
Van ¢ > » : vw v ‘ "Oo 
Request for the seating of egates mm the wing 
lintonsa: 
Tan 7 >} T &£oiaw!t >» . + va : fin ’ 
Locel 249: Roceo Liguori, fF ident; Jack igel, -Pres mts 
Murry Goodman, Secretary-Treasurer; Oscar Weiss, ecording- 
e 7° 7 a - woe mica . 1} . Tins a . 
Secretary; Joe Rothenberg, Trustee; w! fam Fnats, ustee; 
and Rocco Crocce, Trustee. 
Local Ys Jack Scherer, Vice-Presi ¢ Ruel - Agent + 
James Weunsch, Trustee. 
Local "10: Henry 7. Mals , t : r 
Isidore Pinsker, rgeaniz . ‘ 
. pg ; " , . 
Local 19: Jack Roth, Presi os A. d 7 ‘ : - : 
John J. De Lury, Sacretary-Treasur s + ; l, pe 
ecreteary; Paul Lacey, Trustee; James L. an, Trust 
Taeant > Smt tr 
- Smith 
Vv tior made, aenror © + + ; . 
D © wart Aw rt nat tN ‘ . 
2 , ” ‘ ‘ . 
LOCAL UNION PR r-F 
5 n" " 
Q ” ”" 
277 " Nin ror nw? 
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o 


LOCAL UNION PRESENT- PROGRESS 


12h ie Ae, 


138 Absent 

157 Present No report 
20? ® No report 
210 . Progress 

237 Absent 

239 Present Progress 

2}:0 " " 

2hA 


Absent 


272 Present Progress 
77 " " 
22RD " " 
19% + * 

36 . No report 
6 3 * Progress 
2h ” No report 
Ls * Progress 
Loe " " 
c9.95 

é Absent 

a . 

’ Reporte? that nerotiations with the 
Bakery Incustry were terminated and stated 
that a pension plen wes establishe:. 
Thanked Counc!!! for assistance. 

" Brother Delahanty asked for strike 
endorsement for 2,500 members in the 
coal ani Fuel Industry. Granted 

Al 2 No report 
602 C Progress 
607 " " 


6h, 3 " No report 
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COUNCIL MINUTES 


LOCAL UNION 
— 
707 
71.0 


[C7 


ano 
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Nareambear 1 2 
ecemvdel l iY 


PRESENT-PROGRESS 


" 


" 


Excused 


Present 


Absent 
Present 
n" 

Absent 


Present 


" 


No report 


No report 

Brother Acelstein reported that contract 
was settlec on November 29th with the 
Private Sanitation Industry and outlined 
ali the gains that were made. 

Progress 


Brother Brunie revorted settlement of 


contracr with the Commissary =mployers. 


Progress 


No report 


Progress 


Progress 


Progress 


" 
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LOCAL UNION PRESENT=PROGRESS” 
1059 . ‘ 
109€ Abdsent 
Present Progress 
135 " " 


COMMITTEE REPORTS: 


sits 
1ON 

sahiow wicidadl 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 
UNEIRISHED TUSINESS2 
NON! 


NEW BUSINFSS: 
eee 


PECIA!. ORDER OF BUSINESS: 





NON? 

00D AND WELFARE: 
. 

“ , 


here being no further business to discuss, the meeting was 
acjiourned at 7:00 P. M. 
Respectfully submitted, 
:VM Joseph Trerotola, 


Vice-President 
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ExHIBIT No. 133 


APPUATED write 
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF vai 
CENTRAL THAGES AND LABOR councy 


Brome STucwe. 6.3235 





. and. Helpers of America 
LOCAL 275 
45-02 23r0 STREET 


LONG ISLAND CITY. N.Y 
_ 


May - 
nt 
‘ ‘ . 
16 a 
ew ” 
€ > 
- : 
w? 
8) 
‘ ai 
~~ 
49 ” 
‘ 1% ¢ 
m to member 
Pp} 
ra A Ww i 
er ar r 
of It 
wit ; 
P *-* 
> 
Y di he 
Wise ; ; 
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ae January 27,1956 


vr.dohn F. Ene ish, 

General Secretary--reasurer, 

International Srotherhoo! of Teamsters, 
Jhauffeurs,Warehousemen and Helrers of america, °+%.1., 
25 Louisiana Avenwe,..4., 


washington, Us v. 
ear Sir and Brother: 
Pneloged “lease ficd an a@preal to the Ceneral. sxecutive 
joard, from the decision of the President of Joint Counctl 
’ 14 in refusing to entertain a motion to seat delerates of 
Locals 258, 269, 284, 295, 3462 and 651. 


s copy of these charpes was sent. by telegram, to the 
‘eneral "Penident, the Chairman of Eastern “Uonference of 
eansters, Assistant to the General ‘resident, ani t President 
of Joint Cowneil Yo. 16. 


“paternally yours, ; 
? 


9 
J. 
ff Z : 
i al Kis 
OO ED HME _| eeg le 
vRNA He GolGar, 2 
tecording Secretar, 
Joint Council No. 16, 
265 West lith Street, 
New Yor’ ity. 









} 


seve 
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& FF. lL, ordered 

complete shake-up of tne a ie See 

Regotiating committer. ie, 

This internal uphesyval, state and mediators. 

@evated John C'Rourks, ube pneanene oi > Mr. Beck. 

fent of Local 282—and a as ie left many observers won. 

mough a longtime Beck opponent i415) and will be present nie ass lean 

appeared to imerease the likeli- OE Eee ne Berit mam, he cate “For what 

hood of a general trucking strike the teamster in Tm think they could put me in 

in the metropolitan area. Tork, Mr. Beck pulled the rug) jail * Local 607, with 

at the eut fram under twe of hie stame- {hese would the 
any rate, erent Over Sct guppectars ‘They are Thomesjieadership of Mr O'Rourke, he 

Aotores by fer the cihee do L. inebey, Se international vice said: “¥ ‘ 

veiopments eaten, pas, oe ate St But appeared to some od 

These were eee dates eo Flocroams Wak’ be wma bare me 

The of an largest teameter affiliste/aiternative. With Mr O'Rourke 
reaching eaeoneel oe lrunniag ¢ it in 

Setween the URION, TEPreseMtiNG “The official Beck line on the\creasingly y that the union 

30,000 drivers, and bargainers for gemotion of Mr. , Who had would cut its 25-cent peckage de 

3500 trucking employers, The been chairman of the mand. Thig woud! make it ¢if 

union insisted on ite demand for committee, and Mr, Strong, whe ficult for Local 807 to seek 


| 
ii 


: 
it 
il 

EH 


N \ . wo | had ment to mak 
ew Yor Tires ; Ro com e 
sOEr 3 os Follows Policy of Autonomy igreve,, has company represents 
Uctober ic, 54 Mr. Beck's ostensible reason tives indicated they were dis 
for getting rid of Mr Hickey was mayed. Management officials will 

thee the international union meet thie morning at the Henry 
shout have nothing to do with/Hudson Hotel and will issue » 
Une negotitationa, in line with the statement «1 the conclusion of 
teameters policy ef local au- thet reession. Mr Adelirzi said 
tonemy However internationa! his gr Pould have something 

viee presidents have played an to about the O Rourke devel 

active fole in other union nego- ent at thal time 

tations. notably in the Midwes days events came to * 
To bolster thier easoning urious end with the appearance 

Beck directed the speriai on the second floor of the hotel 

mittes of teameter vice where (be negotiations took place 

dents. which had been bre t wniof Jahn [noquardia (Johnny Dic 


aN 









ast week when the negotiations convictet garmer'! (ndustry eo 
broke dowr to bow out of the tortioniat «= ecer was 
picture But there appearet to be a power in ‘he ad A mor 
no doubt that Mr OF ree head Workers A r rm ware 
he solid backing of James Hoffa greeted Mr Hoffa the teams 

¢ president from l>etroit. and vice president from Detroit. ask e 
John OBrien of Chicago Both'te speak privately with hom fe 
men were much in evidence @ur- "two minutes” and announced he 
mg the day Was looking for a job 

The resurrection af Wr wr Motte who appeared 
O'Rourke came just « year efter know Tho well said af that pount 
he survived a bittle battic within’ "We etwevs know where 


tis own ution, which would have’ vou an get one 
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i 
f 
> bbl bbe 
ee ee _ mse 
(A f ; . : 
/ / ; 
hd, ata © pt teed. AAAS 
7 $35 
Chauffeurs, Warehousemen > 
Air Freight/Hardlers/a Alite: 


ew York jokey / 
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WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING LOCAL UNION Shi 
Greater New York Area - New York, N.Y. 


Hj Pees ig fi [wt "igh 
i ' - 


Sugcested Local No. 395 


harter Memberss Bernie Talkow 
Arthur Scott 
Abe Lrier, Secy-Treas. 
Murray Flatzow 
georce Bivins 
Allen Manivault 
Santiago Vazquez 


Charter dated November 8, 1955 








arter Membersa Josep! 
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WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING LOCAL UNION rd 
Greater New York Area - New York, H.Y. 


Ste UC eas . ae 


Curcio, Secy-Trees. 
Frank cast 
Robert Sauer 
Stanley seuli 
arele Tols 
at cas 
~ 


Charter dated November 8, 1955 
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WAREHOUSE AND PROCESSING LOCAL UNION 
Greater New York Area - New York, N.Y. 


een 


Charter dated Noverter & 16«« 
oe 
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WAREROUSE AND PROCE.-ING LOCA. UNION 
Greater New York Area - New York, N.Y. 


Charter dated November 6, 1955 
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| WARENOUSE AND PROCESSING LOCAL URBOS! 29 


ExuIsit No. 143F 





Greater New Tork Area - Mow Tork, ut. ) 


i Sugvested Local No. get 


Charter Members: Harry Reiss 
David Cosentino 
Sidney Hodes, Secy-Treas. 
Arthur Santa Maria ‘ 
Dominic Sante Meria 
Frank Virgilic 
Alfred Petrozza 


Charter dated November &, 1955 
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WARENOGSE AND PaccEsémo Loca. umon >” > 
Geroater Mew York Area - New York, N.Y. 


Suggested Local No. we 
Charter Members: Daniel Urnstein 
Sam Getla: 


Fred Russell 


veorce one 
Martin Smit 


meTrToic thomas 


; : 
HYGHesS « 





Charter dated Bovember &, 1955 





I 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Local Union 295 


INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TRAMSTIES CHAUFEIURS WARE OUSEM.T & mre e + awitia 
Amercian Caederat ( tevb 
NINTH AVEN o hay vie ~~ ¥ . bs 
Novemter "©, } 


ertin T. lacey, Pres ident 


Teameatérs Joint Council #14 
dest let! street 
New York City, New 7urx 
Deer Sir em brother: 
local 'nion 2% hereatth rere -t Coliy 
requests the Joint Council to seat the * llewtn 
nemed as felevates ‘1 ‘he Count). 
“tohee) urton { ‘anit 
Mm imeoty i'n =. .. pea! ant 
John ie nere a welterw ase Ym 
Jack Naver tn ies § nr, “ 
' at *r 4 a'* ae 
"4° te ; ‘sa 
we} er * ; . toe 
pally © pias : 
ft) 
/ d.. } 
K -« ¢ & €+« *@ te 
7 As ° 7 








oer OF 8 xs 6S 
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IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4919 


EXHIBIT No. 145A 


Local Union 295 


INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS CHAUPFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS OF AMPRIC A 





American Federation of taker 


421 NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK 1, NY. © LAckawanna 4-7162 


Pebrusry 9, 


° "tin Pe a . President, 
Joint Council #16 
265 West 14th Street 
New York City, New York 


Dear Sir and Brether: 


We have your registered letter dated February 3rd, which 
acknowledges sa letter from General President Deve Beck, 
dated February 1, 


The following is the names and titles of the officers of 
this Lecal Union who are elecible to vote in the Joint 
Ceuncil election. 


, 


President Michael Burton ! 
Vice President Timothy Ring 
Secretery~-Treasurer John Mc Nearmra 
Recording Secretary Jack Meyer 

Trustee James Costav - 
Trustee Ernest Hogenbirk - 
Trustee Sam Berkofsky 


Praternally Yours, 


7 4, e) 
sohol eae ges <a 


Secretary-Treasurer 


Jee: 
9. Pneeb 








4920 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


EXHIBIT No. 145B 


Local Union 295 


At tsirated with the 
_WETERMATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS OF AMERICA 
“ American Federation of taber 


421 NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK 1, N.Y. © LAckawanna 4-7162 


February 6, 1°56 


Joint Council #16 
265 West 14th Street 
New York, New York 


Dear Sir and Brother: 


This will certify that the bearer, 
John Mc Namere 
is an Executive Boerd member of 


Local 295 and is eligible to vote 
in the Joint Council election. 


Praternally Yours, 


as Witla. 


nm Mc Nemara 
Secretery-Tressurer 
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ExHIBIT No. 145C 


Local Union 295 


A ved with the 


INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ILAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS OF AMERICA 
American Federation of Labor 


421 NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK I, N.Y. @ lAckawanna 4-7162 


February 6, 1956 


Joint Council #16 
265 West 14th Street 
New York, New York 


Deer Sir and Brother: 


This is to certify that the bearer. 


James Costa 


is en Executive Board member of 
Local 295 and is eligible to vote 
in the Joint Council election. 


Fratermilly Yours, 


Be Shtts beeen 


Mc Nem ra 
Secretary-Tresesurer 









4922 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


EXHIBIT No. 145]D 


Local Union 295 


eiseeart 
* MN Ae 

ew) 

cae sy 

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TLAMSTERS. CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS OF AMERICA Oo 
ts Se 


American Federation of Labor 


421 NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK 1.N Y e@ LAckawanne 4.7162 


Februery 6, 1956 , 


i 

| Joint Council # 16 

265 West 14th Street 
New York City, New York 


Dear Sir and Brother: 


; This will certify that the besrer, 
i 

i Michael Burton 

} is ean Executive Borrd member of 


Local 295 and is esligible to vote 
yi in the Joint Counci] election. 


4 F Se hee Yours, 

i : . © dtlenrarte 
Sohn “cNarare 
Secretery-Treasvurer 


i 
i 
i 
4 
1 
Hl 
4 
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EXHIBIT No. 145E 
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Local Union 295 IR 


yer 





INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TT AMSTIRS. CHAUFFEURS, WAREMOUSEMEN & HELPERS OF AMERICA 
American Federation of Leber 


421 NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK 1, N.Y. e@ LAckawanna 47162 


February 6, 1956 


Joint Council 416 
265 West 14th Street 
New York, New York 


Dear Sir and Brother: 


This will certify thet the bearer, 
Ernest Horenbirk 
ts an Executive Board member of 


Local 295 and is eligible to vote 
in the Joint Council election. 


Fraternally Yours, 


Oe FR, 


in Mc Namare 
Secretary-Treasurer 





} 
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4924 IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 


ExHIBIt No. 145F 


Local Union 295 


Affihated with the 
INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS, CHAUPFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS OF AMERICA 
American Federation of Laber 


421 NINTH AVENUE e NEY YORK 1, N.Y. @ LAckawanna 4-7162 


February 6, 1956 


Joint Council #16 
265 West 14th Street 
New York, New York 


Dear Sir end Brother: 


This will certify that the berrer, 
Timothy Ring 


is #n Executive Roerd member of 
Local 295 and is eligible to vote 
in the Joint Council election. 


Praternally Yours, 


hn Vy we. a 
n Mc Name re 
Secretery-Tre*®surer 








Wa 





IMPROPER ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR FIELD 4925 


EXHIBIT No. 152 


WALDMAN & WALOMAN 


COl'NSELORS AT LAW 


308 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK 7. N.Y. 


WOrm 2-40 °1.2-3 


LOvMe WALOMAN 
SEYMOUR ™ waALOMan 
“Au. * weLOMAN 


Oe.LA © waLoman March 22, 1957 


MARTIN MAREN BOM 


David Previant, Esq. 
212 west Wisconsin Avenue 
“{lwaukee, sisce 


Year “sve: 


auwriting to you concerning a satter which 
ordinarily would have beer teen up by ua with @. James Ne 
Hoffa atreetly but im view of his other pressing problems 
et the moment, I felt I ought to write to you about it 
rather than to hin. 


n March 6, 1954, on the eve of the closing of 
the orespective loan by the Central, Bastern and Southern 
Teamater “en*oerences, we maties from our office to Mp, Hoffa 
at the Shoreland !letel, Chicago, duly signed and executed 
notes by the Internetional lLeneshoremen's Association to 
those three Conferences, in the sum of 491,523.87. 


As you know, this loan never was consummated and 
on Apri! 27, 1956 all cOmpects and sgreements between the 
Internationsl Brotherhood of “eawaters and the ILA were 
formally ‘{ssolved. Tho notes, owever, were never returned 


by tr. ioffe elther to the [uA or to use 


"he ILA has mw requested us to obtain the return 
of theee notes, 


we will appreciate it if you will errange for the 
return of those notes to us et the esrliest date possible. 
Perhs « ov even heve them {tn your files, in which case the 
problem is simple. If not, way we trouble you to somsuni- 
cate «'th “r. ‘offa and ascertain the whereabouts of those 
notes so that we nay reassure the ILA of their early return. 
If you believe we shoul¢ write to Mr. Hoffe directly, be 
good enough to let me know end I will do as you saye 


ith kindest pers:nel regards, I an 
Sineerely yours, 
WALDMAN & WALDMAN 


Lw/vl By 
AIR MAIL ren 








2 Ny, ES TINA TA a 


= aaa 
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ExHIpiIt No. 156 


eMC 
Oe een eas 


ternational ABrotherhood J db - C was Sead eles. © ik. 
TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS === Sr_es—— 


WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS. pcre, Ogee = 


1845 BROADWAY NEW YORK 23. N ¥ * PLAZA 7.3420 


DAVE BECK 
Genere! evden 





December Sth, 19% 


Mr. Einar Mohn 

internatiomal Brothernood of Teamsters 
<5 Loulsiana Avenue, N.a. 

Washington 1, 0.C. 


Vear Brother Mohn: 
spoke to Buddy Graham this morning and gave him the details 


last night's meeting of the Joint Council, as well as some action which will 
take place today concerning Milton Holt of Local 80% 





The telegrams from you were not reai on two grounds. ne, that 
they arrived late in the afternoon according * ‘Hourke, consequently we hai 
no way of knowing who had gotten them ani when | questioned O's as to wi 


rk 
the telegrams were not orought on the floor, he gave the @iditional reason that 


“Something was cooking and things might be straightened out". | hope 


The meeting for nominatione has been called for January sth and ve 
shall see what we shall see. 


I must confess that all your comments the other day were 100% 
accurate as regards the situation here and | have made my mind up that I had 
better keep quiet so that I will not be doing a dis-service to the International 
or to my own local. 


As Buddy has probably told you, the two lawyers' bills totaling 
243,000.00 were approved for payment without even a word of explanation and 
nobody aske!l a guestion. It seems utterly unbelievable. 


Would appreciate your returning the two enclosed checks which are for 
@ two week period ending December 7th, 1950 and the check to the local includies 
my plane fare to Washington last week. 
With best regards, | remain, 
Fraternally yours, 


De Keane 
feven ll Kenons 


JK: aw DOSEPH KONOWE 
Encl. Regi onal 











